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COMPLAINT 

Pursuant to Patent Law (An Overview): "Patents grant an inventor the right to exclude 
others from producing or using the inventor's discovery or invention for a limited 
period of time . U.S. patent laws were enacted by Congress under its Constitutional 
grant of authority to protect the discoveries of inventors. See US. Constitution, Article 
I, Section S," inventors Dehou Fei, et al, file this complaint at the US District Court 
for District of Columbia for the tremendous damages caused by US Patent and 
Trademark Office, who, manipulated by Department of Justice, abandoned and then 
further delayed their patent application (application No: 10/681,103) after their 
invention was published in March 2005 and then passed the examination by this 
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office in 2005. This unlawful abandonment and the uncharacteristic or unprofessional 
further delay prevented the invention from benefiting the American people through 
enhancing their immunity and reducing the national health cost and thus ruined the 
value of their 20 odd years of extensive research and intensive experiment, because 1) 
the value of an invention lies mainly in its novelty; 2) the 87-year-old major inventor, 
whose petition for speedy process was granted by this office, was diagnosed with lung 
cancer. His loss of the ability to promote and sell the patent or his death will ruin the 
value of the invention completely; 1 3) the abandonment of this application happened 
after the invention was published in 2005, which might have provoked infringement 
of right and the further delay was intentional since the application actually passed the 
examination in 2005. 

Applicants, therefore, urge this Court to thoroughly review their application and 
allegations, assess their loss, and eventually render them justice by ordering 
Defendant to pay applicants $ 450 million in damages to cover their tremendous 
mental anguish and psychological trauma and justified high punitive damages caused 
by Defendant's outrageous violation of patent law, in addition to the real sale value of 
the invention. Applicants, in light of 37 CFR 1.181 (b), thus specify the factual 
background, present their argument on related law and facts, and illustrate the reasons 
for their requested damages as follows: 

I. FACTS: 

This patent application was filed on Oct. 9, 2003. See att. L This invention, aimed at 
enhancing the health of smokers through reducing tobacco toxins, strengthening 
smokers' immunity and eliminating smokers' addiction, is based on applicants' 
extensive research and intensive experiments over the past 20-odd years. It will 
benefit 45 million smokers in the United States and 1.3 billion smokers worldwide 2 . 

1 Note: At the moment of preparing this complaint, the major inventor is still hospitalized at New York 
Presbyterian Hospital; 

2 See "Tobacco's Stigma Aside, Wall Street Finds a Lot lo Like" in The New York Times on Jan. 3 1 , 2007. 
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The health pills could also benefit 9.7 million users of other tobacco products 3 and 
29-43 percent of the US population who are second-hand smokers 4 . 

After submitting their application, the major inventor Dehou Fei filed a petition for 
speedy processing based on his age (then 82 years old) and this office granted his 
petition, though it was later than expected. See att. 2. This invention was published on 
March 17, 2005. See att. 3. 

After receiving the restriction requirements on claims from this office in June 2005, 
applicants revised their claims in accordance with the suggestions of this office in 
July 2005. See att. 4, 5. 5 One of the applicants Faye Zhengxing asked the examiner a 
few questions on the phone to make sure the restriction requirements were fully 
understood and meticulously followed. See att. 6. The amended version on claims was 
sent around July 20, 2005. 

While respecting the examiner's suggestions to elect one of the invention groups and 
submit new claims directed to the elected invention, applicants did not change their 
fundamental stance on their claims — all the claims on biochemical ingredients and 
methods are scientific discoveries interrelated to each other and inseparable from each 
other to achieve the designed beneficial effect on human body, because, even 
according to Patent Office's categorization, the liquid additive and health pills, as well 
as the two methods "were classified in multiple subclasses in classes 424 and 514, 
depending on the chemical structure of the component ingredients." See att. 4 t p. 2. 
The interview summary written by the examiner proves that the applicants were 
modest and open-minded enough to fully understand and follow examiner's advise, 

3 See "Institute Urges Extensive Smoking Deterrents," in The Washington Post on May 25, 2007. The 
data are from Institute of Medicine, a branch of the National Academies, a scientific organization 
chartered by Congress to advise the government on scientific and technical issues. 

4 See "Researchers: Heart deaths would plunge without passive smoking" from National Health and 
Nutrition Examination Survey published by Reuters on May 1 1 , 2006. 

5 The applicants can only present the faxed version of the restriction requirement of 2005. Though 
there are errors caused by fax machine, the text on the whole is still clear. 
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but at the same time, they kept their scientific belief grounded on their long time 
research and experiments. 

A few weeks after submitting their amended claims, applicant Faye Zhengxing called 
this office to ask the status quo of the application. A woman examiner took a few 
minutes to check the record and informed Faye Zhengxing that this application had 
passed the examination. More specifically, she said (to the effect), 'To say your 
application did not pass the examination is a mistake." Patent office's phone recording 
should have proved the truth. Delighted by the success, Faye Zhengxing told the good 
news to the major inventor (her father) and others. They all cheered and Faye 
Zhengxing celebrated the success with her friends. By the way, the same patent 
application was also filed in China about one month earlier and was approved in 
September 2005, about the same time it passed the examination by this office in the ' 
United States. See att. 8. 

Up to that point, the patent office handled this application properly though the petition 
for speedy process was granted later than expected, but this office apologized by 
stating "The delay in acting upon this petition is regretted." See att. 2. This apology 
further proved that this patent office was fully aware of the age of the major inventor 
and would not have abandoned the application if there had not been any abused power 
to manipulate its process. After that, however, applicants never heard of anything 
beyond the remarks "It is going through the process" when they made phone inquires. 

Though this scientific case should have nothing to do with the lawsuit applicant Faye 
Zhengxing filed against a federal agency for discrimination, Department of Justice's 
manipulation, more specifically the destructive role played by the US attorney David 
Cohen, should alert the Court to the historic case (02- 107 17 Tiled at US Supreme 
Court) in which applicant Faye Zhengxing bravely defended the US Constitution and 
won the US Supreme Court's ruling in 2005. 
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As applicant Faye Zhengxing stated in her letter to NY senators, "It was definitely not 
a coincident that abandoning the process of our patent application took place exactly 
in the same period of time when I informed all the justices of the US Supreme Court 
that Department of Justice falsified the high court ruling on my case and US Supreme 
Court later reversed the lower court's ruling to protect my legal rights and to prove the 
top legal fraud. Since the illegal surveillance on my family and me has been going on 
for years, Department of Justice knew our patent application from the very beginning. 
Of course, it was the real high court ruling issued in 2005 that posed a prosecution 
threat and triggered deep embarrassment and strong determination to retaliate against 
me by all means and in all ways." See att. 9, p. 2. The damaged patent application is 
only one dimension of the loss and sufferings the applicants have experienced. The 
chronicle of the crimes gives a full picture of the destructive force and all-dimensional 

damages. Note:- All the allegations in this chronicle are uncontested facts either 

presented at courts or at Senate/House Judiciary Committee. 

More specifically, the US attorney David Cohen started working on Zhengxing's case 
in 2005 after the high court issued its true ruling and the value of this case greatly 
increased. Cohen has been trying to control the financial life of Faye Zhengxing's 
family and has been retaliating against her since she could not violate the law to 
satisfy his financial needs. Impatient with his failure to force Zhengxing to promise 
him a commission from the compensation decided by the US Supreme Court 
(02-10717) and approved by President Bush (for cases 04-1 19 & 05-532 at US Court 
of Federal Claims), Cohen sent $7 million from Zhengxing's approved relief to China 
with other fund in 2006 to open his own bank account. Faye Zhengxing thus reported 
this crime to Inspector General in Department of Justice, NY senators, and 
Senate/House Judiciary Committee, as well as House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

After 5 months of silence, DOJ's Special Agent in Charge Special Operations 
Investigations Division rather than Inspector General himself informed Zhengxing 
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that this office "does not have jurisdiction to investigate allegations that a Department 
of Justice attorney has committed misconduct while exercising his or her litigation 
authority/' See art. 10. This office, in addition to shifting the responsibility to others, 
in fact also tried to mitigate the severe nature of the crime by informing Zhengxing to 
bring this matter to the attention of DOJ's Office of Professional Responsibility. A 
criminal investigation thus became an ethical issue. But on the whole, this office did 
not deny that the allegation is a fact proved by the record at Dept. of Treasury and by 
witnesses in the government 

Recendy, Mr. Cohen, after directing toxic gas pumped into applicants' homes to cause 
pain and diseases, has been using high tech such as laser beam and electric fields (the 
specific term is not known to applicants) to harm and harass applicants. Since the 
electric waves or beams are invisible, Cohen manipulated hospitals and the police to 
label Zhengxing as a "mental patient" when she contacted the police or hospital to 
complain about her illness and pain caused by the electric waves. 

On Oct. 16, 2007 when applicant Zhengxing was hit by laser beams at home and felt 
her chest stuffy and short of breath, she went to the emergency room of Elmhurst 
Hospital. A policeman (last name Louden) of the hospital (badge number 1623) 
violently pushed Zhengxing into the psych department of the hospital. Since this 
policeman did not know Zhengxing personally, it was obvious that he was instructed 
to illegally detain Zhengxing. Fortunately, the psychiatrist on duty did not evaluate 
Zhengxing as a mentally ill patient and referred her back to emergency room for 
physical treatment. 

If applicants were not misinformed, NYPD at 34 Precinct discovered the equipment 
producing laser beams upstairs in Apt. 3H at 3736 10 th Ave. in New York City on Oct. 
12, 2007 after Zhengxing informed the police of the laser beam attack. According to 
officer Diaz at 34 th Precinct, the police was applying for a search warranty to capture 
the criminal evidence and to convict the criminals. In her letter to NYC Mayor 
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Bloomberg and NYPD, Zhengxing stated the reasons why the witness or the 
accomplice, the resident in Apt. 3H, should be interrogated to find out the truth. 
Elmhurst Hospital staff should also testify to prove how they were manipulated to 
illegally detain Faye Zhengxing when the medical examination showed she could be 
discharged. Fortunately, the staff at the hospital upheld their professional standards 
and Zhengxing was discharged in two days, but Elmhurst Hospital did not know that 
she was still attacked by laser beams even when she was hospitalized. On the morning 
of October 17, 2007, after the laser beam attack, Zhengxing vomited to tears and had 
wrenching pain in her stomach. Her weak legs could hardly carry her around. She did 
not sleep on bed for the next night. To deprive a patient of her sleep is another torture 
in addition to suffering caused by the laser beam attack. 

After describing Mr. Gohen's financial motive and coercive means against "applicant 
Zhengxing to prove that the damages on applicants' patent is only one dimension of 
their suffering and loss, plaintiffs need to switch back to the patent examination 
procedure. On March 19, 2007, applicant Faye Zhengxing sent a letter to this Office 
to protest the abandonment. See att. 11. When Examiner Jon Pak said on the phone 
that he was only a small government employee and he could not explain the time 
wasted, applicant Faye Zhengxing immediately perceived the abused power behind, 
which had damaged her life in every way such as her career, her property, her health 
and her family. 

This time, instead of apologizing to applicants for its unlawful abandonment of this 
application and promptly issuing the certification of this patent to reduce the damages, 
the patent office responded by making some unacceptable, uncharacteristic, and 
self-contradictory restriction requirements on claims and on other minor issues of the 
application, further delaying the approval of the patent which should have benefited 
the American smokers on a large scale. This further delay also greatly increased the 
pressure and mental anguish on applicants. See att. 12. When applicant Zhengxing 
pointed out that the woman examiner informed her that this application had passed the 
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examination, Mr. Pak said (to the effect), "She did not make the final decision. I do." 
This remarks proved that there are two contradictory decisions and Mr. Pak did not 
deny the fact that this application passed the examination in 2005. The phone record 
in this office should have supported the truth on applicants' side. 

As applicants pointed out in the letter to this Office dated June 8, 2007, "Your record 
and your internal investigation should have proved the truth. If we had not passed the 
examination, you would not have waited for two years to repeatedly give us more 
opportunities to modify our claims and specifications." This assumption is based on 
37 CFR 1.105 governed by 37 CFR 1.135 and 1.136. See MPEP § 710 et seq. 
" Requirements for information under 37 CFR 1.105 made without an action on the 
merits should set a shortened statutory period of two months for reply. Applicant may 
extend the time period for reply up to six months in accordance with 37 CFR 
1.136(a)." Applicants further stated, "Our application deserves speedy processing, 
especially after you granted the petition of my father, the 86-year-old major inventor, 
"to make special" under the provision set forth in M. P. E. P. 708.02, IV." See Att. 13, 
p. 1. 

Applicants' current position on their claims is consistent with their amendment in 
2005. In her letter dated June 8, 2007, the major inventor pointed out that if they made 
some changes in the claims and other minor issues, it did not mean this office could 
deny that this application passed the examination in 2005; and it did not mean they 
would not pursue the damages caused by the unlawful abandonment. More 
specifically, applicants insisted that they refused to cancel claim 7, 8 and 9 to reduce 
the value of the invention. See att. 13, p. 1-2. 

In their amended claims, applicants insisted that the central claim on the health pills is 
to enhance the health of smokers. Therefore, in addition to the claims on two health 
pills, the liquid additive to reduce the toxins in tobacco is a supplemental claim, 
because the effect to strengthen the immunity of smokers and gradually eliminate 



8 



Application No: 10/68l,i03 



smokers' addiction can be achieved only when the use of liquid additive in tobacco by 
the manufacturer is combined with taking the health pills by smokers. The two 
methods to resume the activity of glut athione peroxidase and to eliminate smoker's 
addiction are inventors' inseparable designs and discoveries, which must be protected 
by the US patent law in the same invention. 

The uncharacteristic or unprofessional uncertainty and self-contradiction of this patent 
office can also be seen in its decisions. Examiner Jon Pak recently said on the phone 
that this office would take final action to reject this application if applicants refuse to 
make changes on claims. Later in its letter dated June 12, 2007, this office said: 
"Upon reconsideration, in view of the restriction requirement of record, it is believed 
that Finality would have been premature." See Att. 14, p. 2. 

Not only did the abandonment of the application tremendously damage the value of 
this invention, the further unjustified restriction requirements also took a heavy toll on 
the applicants, especially on the old, sick and weak major inventor (non-smoker) who 
was diagnosed with lung cancer caused by a federal poison (dioxin). Even applicant 
Zhengxing has to bear the pain all over her body since she had to work in a highly 
polluted home where the water was poisoned and the air was polluted. The letters she 
sent to NYC Mayor give more details. See Att. 15. It is a torture to work in such an 
environment for an application, which actually passed the examination two years ago. 

On July 31, 2007, applicants submitted a petition to Director in hope that Director 
would investigate this case and render them justice. However, this petition was denied 
on September 28, 2007. See att. 16. This denial was filled with Defendant's cover-up 
strategies such as the changed subject, made-up or distorted facts, and the 
misinterpreted patent examination procedure. This denial further indicates that 
Defendant did not have any sincerity to respect the law and resolve this case. For 
instance, the Director changed the focus of argument from its unlawful abandonment 
of this application to the restriction requirement when the Director summarizes the 
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petition as "requesting withdrawal of an improper restriction requirement." See att. 16, 
p.l. Since the jurisdiction of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences is 
basically to review and resolve the disputes in patent application and the argument on 
infringement of patent rights, applicants were advised to take this case to the Court for 
damages. 

II. ARGUMENT; 

In the following argument, Applicants will present the related laws and facts to 1) 
challenge Defendant's self-contradictory restriction requirements; 2) prove 
Defendant's unlawful abandonment of their application and further delay; 3) criticize 
Defendant's faultfinding attitude in order to shift the responsibility to applicants: 

1. Defendant's self-contradictory restriction requirements: 

While this patent office is making more restriction requirements in 2007 to contradict 
its own decision in 2005, which made the amended claims of this application 
allowable, applicants have not changed their position on claims. Comparing the 2005 
amended claims and the 2007 modified version, this Court will find they are almost 
the same: two claims on health pills, one supplemental claim for the liquid additive, 
and two supplemental claims on methods. See att. 5, 1 7. 

On the whole, these claims are inseparable patentable discoveries working together to 
achieve the designed beneficial effect on smokers and to form an organic unity to 
enhance smokers' health through reducing the toxins in tobacco, strengthening the 
immunity of smokers and eliminating smokers' addiction. The applicants listed these 
claims in one application because a) they "set forth the best mode contemplated by the 
inventor of carrying out his invention" See the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C 112. The 
best mode in this invention is to use the two health pills when smokers consume the 
toxin reduced tobacco; b) one application or specification can "conclude with one or 
more claims , particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which 
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the applicant regards as his invention " See Second paragraph of 35 U.S.C 112. 
Accordingly, the inventors concluded more than one claim in this invention and these 
five claims are the subject matters, which the applicants regard as their discoveries or 
invention. 

In addition to the legal ground for their claims as stated above, applicants also set 
forth their scientific ground as follows: 

a. The health pill and liquid additive are inseparable from each other and interactive 
with each other to exert the beneficial effect on smokers . In response to applicants' 
recently amended claims, this office stated, "The health pill and liquid additive are 
claimed separately. See claims 5-6 (health pill) and claim 7 (liquid additive). There is 
nothing indicated in those claims that require a combination of the health pill and 
liquid additive." SeeAtt. 14, p. 3. Applicants' answer: Though the health pills and the 
liquid additive are two claims because of their different patentable preparations and 
functions, the designed beneficial effect on smokers depends on the chemical 
interaction between the two. 

Moreover, in this office's restriction requirement of 6/21/2005, the examiner clearly 
and repeatedly admitted, "This invention is classified in multiple subclasses in classes 
424 and 514, depending on the chemical structure of the component ingredients." See 
Att. 4, p.2, 3; att. 14, p.2. Of the four types of utility patents, this invention falls in the 
category of compositions of matter and processing methods defined by the patent law: 
"Such 'utility' patents are issued for four general types of inventions/discoveries: 
machines, human made products, compositions of matter, and processing methods." 
See § 101 of Title 35. "The term 'composition of matter' relates to chemical 
compositions and may include mixtures of ingredients as well as new chemical 
compounds." See www.usDto.zov~General Information Concerning Patent. 

An example in the Specification to prove that the value of this invention hinges on the 
chemical structure of the component ingredients reads, "These ingredients, within the 
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scope of United States Recommended Dietary Allowance (RDA), will protect the 
structure and functions of cells and cell membranes to keep smokers in good health 
(10)." SeeAtt. 18, p. 8. Again it is the effect of chemical reaction of the component 
ingredients of the health pill and liquid additive on human body that fundamentally 
repairs the damages in human cells and cell membranes and strengthens the immunity 
of smokers. 

The following paragraph in Specification describes why reducing toxins in tobacco 
must be combined with taking health pills. "We started detoxicating the major seven 
chemicals in tobacco smoke mainly through full oxidization. We found it easy to 
oxidize tar, carbon monoxide and nicotine effectively. It is also a cost-effective way to 
oxidize nicotine and transforming it into one type of vitamin B (nicotinic acid). With 
sufficient oxygen, tar will greatly lower its content, and the cancer-causing polycyclic " 
aromatic hydrocarbons represented by 3, 4 benzo(a)prene in tar will also decrease. 
The rest o f polvcvclic aromatic hydrocarbons in tar will lose its carcinogenicity when 
it combine s with our anti-oxidants in our health pills: carbon monoxide, after 
oxidization, also loses its toxicity after it is changed into carbon dioxide. SeeAtt. 18, p. 
6. In other words, only by reducing the toxins in tobacco will the health pills benefit 
smokers as designed. By the same token, smokers still need to take health pills to 
eliminate the rest of harm from carcinogenicity even after the toxins in tobacco were 
greatly reduced by the liquid additive. 

The examiner's suggestion that the health pills and the liquid additive, with their 
different ingredients, "are directed to independent and distinct inventions" (SeeAtt. 14, 
pA) will prevent this invention from achieving its designed beneficial effect on 
smokers and from realizing its value, especially the value to gradually eliminate 
smokers' addiction, which can be achieved only through using the ingredients in the 
health pills and the liquid additive at the same time. There is not a group of 
independent ingredients to eliminate smokers' addiction. That is why some 
ingredients in the preparation of the liquid additive and some in that of the health pills 
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are marked by sign *, which indicates that this ingredient is also for eliminating 
smokers' addiction. See an. 1118, p. 19, 21. 

The inseparable relationship between the health pills and the liquid additive can also 
be proved by the key word "supplemental "in applicant's claim on the liquid additive. 
See An. 5, p.2; An. 17, p. 2. In short, the liquid additive is supplemental to health pills 
and the claim on the liquid additive is an inseparable supplemental claim. 

The examiner's analogy comparing a novel and unobvious car engine and brake 
system with this invention's liquid additive and health pills is not analogous here, 
because the presumption that "there is nothing preventing the engine and brake 
system from being separately used" (See An. 12, p. 4) does not exist in this 
application. 

Moreover, though "the health pill and the liquid additive contain materially different 
ingredients," as Defendant argued (See an. 14, p.3; an. 16, p.2), they are still not two 
independent inventions, because the liquid additive is needed to reduce the toxins in 
tobacco to the extent that the health pills will achieve the designed beneficial effect on 
smokers - to strengthen smokers' immunity and to eliminate smokers' addiction. 

• b. Claim 8 and claim 9 are inventors' methods for the biochemical reactions 
designed to achieve the beneficial effect on smokers. They are scientific discoveries 
and insepa rable part of the value of the invention. C laim 8 and claim 9 form the most 
creative part of this invention. While claim 8 is a method for resuming the activity of 
glutathione peroxidase (GSH-PX) by applying a co-enzyme to guarantee its unfailing 
effect, claim 9 is a method for eliminating smoker's addiction by reducing dopamine 
and glutamic acid in the human brain. Both claims play an essential role in the 
biochemical reactions to achieve the beneficial effect on the smoker and both are 
breakthroughs in this field. They are one of the patentable "new and useful process" 
defined "by law as a process, act or method, and primarily includes industrial or 
technical processes". See www.uspto.sov - General Information Concerning Patents. 
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Though applicants admit that "any new and useful process" could be an independent 
invention (See 35 U.S.C. 707), in this particular invention, however, the applicants 
could achieve their designed effect only by processing the special ingredients through 
special methods. A simple analogy is that an effective teacher will teach students with 
various IQs with different teaching material and different teaching methods, because 
different teaching material demands different teaching methods. To serve a certain 
group of students well, the teacher needs to consider both the material and the 
methods at the same time. Defendant's view to only emphasize the separation of 
material from the method is one-sided and thus is unconvincing. See att.16, p. 3. The 
law 35 U.S.C. 101 stating, "Whoever invents of discovers any new and useful process, 
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefore" is open to interpretation in deciding the 
number of invention. When the relationship between the composition of matter and 
the processing methods is unique and inseparable, they should be claims in one 
invention, because 35 U.S.C. 112 states, "The specification shall contain a written 
description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and using it, in 
such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same 
and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of cairying out his 
invention." 

In claim 8, the inventors describe why the method was an inseparable part of the 
biochemical reaction: "After a long search and study, we finally found a co-enzyme to 
reduce GSSG back to GSH. We were greatly encouraged by this finding. With this 
co-enzyme, we could resume the activity of GSH in every way. Moreover, in case 
GSSG-R is insufficient, the two components in riboflavin in the health pill - flavin 
mononucleotide (FMN) and flavin adenine dinucleotide (FAD) - will resume the 
activity of GSSG-R to the normal level. We believe this is a breakthrough in 
generating an unfailing effect to prevent smokers from getting various smoking 
related diseases." See An. 75, p. 14. 
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Similarly, in claim 9 the method to eliminate smokers' addiction through three 
channels also fully presents itself as part of the biochemical reactions in human body 
or part of the invention. 'To eliminate the addiction to nicotine, therefore, we must 
appropriately reduce dopamine, glutamic acid, and at the same time reduce the 
excessive iron in the human body." Applicants illustrated the following three methods: 
a) strengthening MAO's activity with copper compound and enhancing copper's 
function with manganese compound; b) use vitamin B6 (changed into pyridoxal 5 
-phosphate in the human body) as the co-Enzyme for glutamic acid's decarboxylation 
(GAD); c) control the iron taken-in and stored. See An. 18, p. 15-17. 

Another analogy: The same amount of the ingredients such as salt, sugar, water or 
flour could be made into different kinds of food if the order in which ingredients put 
into the frying pah is different, or the combination of the ingredients is different, or 
the temperature of the oven is different. In short, the methods must be carefully 
designed and applied for the ingredients of chemical compound to interact with each 
other to achieve the designed beneficial effect. Since these methods are unprecedented 
and creative, they must be regarded as part of the invention. 

In sum, the legal and scientific ground to include all the five claims, both the major 
and the supplemental claims, in one invention defeated Defendant's assertion that 
"The examiner expressed a number if reasons for requiring restriction including 
distinctness of each invention from the other and burden on the Office to examine all 
inventions in the same application. (That is to say that the inventions, while somewhat 
related to each other, would require different searches, search techniques and 
patentability considerations.)" See att. 16, p. 1. 

2. Defendant's unlawful practice in its patent examination procedure: 

The strategies Defendant used to cover up its unlawful abandonment of this 
application include but not limited to a) changing the subject of argument from 
unlawful abandonment to restriction requirements; b) making up or distorting facts to 
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cover up the abandonment; c) misinterpreting the patent examination procedure to 
shift the responsibility to applicants. Applicants thus rebut Defendant's argument and 
strategies one by one as follows: 

a. Changing the subject of argument : After applicants pointed out in their letter dated 
June 8, 2007 that they would pursue the damages caused by the intentional and 
"illegal" abandonment of this application {See att. 13, p.W\ Defendant has been 
trying to make the argument a dispute over restriction requirements. In his letter dated 
May 31, 2007, the examiner laid out a big picture of changing applicants' claims 
again as if he suddenly woke up after two years to find out he needed to continue his 
original restriction requirements. More specially the examiner asked applicants to 
"authorize the changes to the claims and changes to the specification, as set forth in 
this communication" See att. 12, p. 2; he even wrote up.a claim list for applicants to 
imitate. See att. 12, p.3. 

On June 7, 2007, the examiner was patient enough to change the Office action from 
"final" to "non-final." See att. 14, p.2\ then the examiner repeated his opinion why the 
health pill and the liquid additive should be two inventions rather than two claims in 
one invention and why the two methods should be dropped from this application. See 
att. 14, p. 3-5. 

The Director declared that the focus of the dispute is the restriction requirement from 
the beginning of his decision ("requesting withdrawal of an improper restriction, 
requirement" to the conclusion of his decision ("For the above reasons, the restriction 
requirement is considered proper and will not be withdrawn") See att. 16, p. 1-4. 

Ironically, in his letter on restriction requirement dated June 7, 2007, the examiner 
cited the laws and regulations on "chemical structure of the component ingredients 
(See "classes 424 and 524,"), "one or more claims in specification (See 35 U.S. C. 
112), and "the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention" 
(See 35 U. S. C. 112) to support applicants' view rather than Defendant's. More 
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contradictions can be cited to see Defendant's chaos in argument. While the Director 
stated "Applicants then submitted an acceptable amendment on April 20, 2007 (See 
att. 16, p.2\ but his denial of applicants' petition is based on applicants' petition 
"requesting withdrawal of an improper restriction requirement." How could the 
applicant's amended claims be accepted in April 2007 when they did not change their 
claims fundamentally as the examiner directed and later applicants filed a petition to 
argue against the examiner's restriction requirement in July 31, 2007? 

b .Making up or distorting facts to cover up the abandonment of application : In his 
decision on application's petition, not only did the Director dodge the facts, he even 
made up some facts or he distorted facts to the extent that it is almost beyond 
applicants' apprehension. In short, this Director's decision is full of mistakes, 
- contradictions and logical problems. 

While on the first page of his decision on the petition, the filing date of this 
application was October 9, 2003, however, the date was changed to "September 29, 
2004" in the text. See att. 16, p. 7; applicants' amended claims in 2005 were not "five 
new claims" as he stated (See att. 16, p.l). They are major claims and supplemental 
claims to form the organic entity of the invention. See att. 5. 

Furthermore, applicants have no knowledge about the second Notice of 
Non-Compliant amendment "mailed to applicants on August 31, 2005" (See att. 16, p. 
2., This imagined document is used to bridge the gap in application procedure 
between 2005 and 2007 when applicants' application was abandoned. In fact, after a 
woman examiner informed applicants that their application passed the examination in 
2005, there had been no formal contact or communication between applicants and 
Defendants till 2007. 

Defendant's phone recording should have proved the 2-year abandonment, because 37 
CFR 1 . 1 05 governed by 37 CFR 1 . 1 35 and 1 . 1 36 See MPEP § 7 1 0 et seq. states, 
"Requirements for information under 37 CFR 1 . 105 made without an action on the 
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merits should be set a shortened statutory period of two months for reply. Applicants 
may extend the time period for reply up to six months in accordance with 37 CRT 
1.136(a)." In other words, this Office should have rejected this application after six 
months as maximum if applicants had failed to respond to Defendant's any 
requirement for information or action. 

Since applicants filed a petition for speedy process and Defendant granted this 
petition and both sides did not delay any action after the application was filed in 2003, 
it is obvious that there was a third force which interfered with the application process 
and ordered this Office to abandon this application for some reason. However, 
Defendant should have upheld its professional standards and the rule of law to report 
the abandonment to the authority and should have informed applicants of the change 
in procedure. The Director was not respectinjg the truth when he said, "Applicants also 
make allegations that the actions of this agency have or can be influenced by other 
agencies (such as Department of Justice) or "the agency is independent of any other 
agency of the government." Only a formal federal investigation will prove the truth 
and may prevent perjuries. 

No matter how the Director used the telephone interviews and letters between this 
Office and applicants as the on-going communication between parties, it cannot cover 
up the 2-year wide gap caused by the unlawful abandonment during which the 
application process was stopped. When applicants called to find out the status quo of 
their application, the answer was nothing beyond "It is going through the process." 

It was until March 2007 did applicants take new actions to remind Defendant that 
their application was abandoned and this Office suddenly became very patient and 
attentive to continue the restriction requirement dialogue and repeatedly allow 
applicants to change their claims. The extensive phone interviews and office actions 
in 2007 all proved Defendant's knowledge that this application was abandoned and 
this Office needed to take defensive strategies to cover up the gap left by the unlawful 
abandonment. 
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c. Misinterpreting patent examination procedure : Both the examiner and the Director 
repeatedly mentioned that applicants should find legal help by hiring a patent attorney 
to file their application. See att. 4, p. 2; att. 16, p. 3. Applicants, of course, admit that 
a quality patent attorney can enhance the quality of their application and can speed up 
their process. However, as applicant Faye Zhengxing stated before, she was 
unlawfully terminated in 2001 and have had no income whatsoever for over 6 whole 
years. In addition, the major inventor, a retired pharmacist, lost his Supplemental 
Security Income since Jan. 2007 after he was hospitalized abroad and could not come 
back to the United States as he had planned. In the crisis of survival, applicants 
simply could not afford the attorney. 

Though hiring a patent attorney could help applicants in every way, it is not legally 
required as part of the procedure. Even without a legal counsel, applicants, being 
open-minded and modest, learned a great deal in the process and successfully passed 
the examination in 2005 as the women examiner informed them. 

If applicant Faye Zhengxing was not misinformed, President Bush, in light of the real 
ruling by the US Supreme Court, approved millions of dollars of compensation in 
2005 and 2006 to settle Zhengxing' s civil right case as a non-prosecution plea deal, 
but the US attorney David Cohen has been depriving her of her relief and has been 
harming her family and her in his hope to force Zhengxing to promise him a financial 
gain. Applicants believe it was David Cohen who ordered this Office to abandon their 
application, because only Cohen, who has been working intensively on her case 
(mainly in surveillance and finance), had both the motive and means to harm them as 
he has done so much over the past two years. Of course, the most compelling 
evidence of his motive is the $ 7 million Cohen sent to China with other fund in 2006 
to open his own bank account 

Anther example of misinterpreting the patent examination procedure is the Director's 
description of the woman examiner who informed applicants that their application had 
passed the examination. According the Director, "applicants appear to be of the belief 
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that a telephone conversation with an unnamed Office employee shortly after the 
application was filed was an indication that the application would issue as a patent." 
See att. 16, /?. 3. Though applicants are not patent professionals, but they had the 
knowledge about the patent examination procedure and would never ask any 
employee of this Office to issue the patent certification soon after the application was 
filed. It was weeks after applicants sent out their amended claims did they call to find 
out the status quo of their application or if their application had passed the 
examination. 

It is more ridiculous to say "What in all likelihood happened is that after filing the 
application applicants talked with an individual who indicated that the application had 
been received and had been initially reviewed for compliance with the applicable 
filing requirements and had met them and that the application was, therefore, ready 
for examination by a qualified examiner." See att. 16, p. 5. As soon as applicants 
received the receipt of application from this Office in 2003, applicants knew the 
examination process would start and they never would find it necessary to make such 
an inquiry. This is another misinterpretation of the procedure and applicant's 
intelligence. 

The Director must be as much amused as the applicants when he mentioned the 
Notice of Abandonment. "Applicants appear to believe that this application was at 
some time abandoned. No Notice of Abandonment was ever mailed to applicants, thus 
no abandonment of the application has ever take place." See att. 16, /?. 3. While 
applicants described Zhengxing's litigation and the frauds committed by Department 
of Justice as the context or background which caused the unlawful, secret and 
damaging abandonment of their application, they never expect or believe there is such 
a Notice of Abandonment in the procedure as the Director "joked." If the Notice of 
Abandonment is laughable, the cost and consequence of the abandonment are serious 
and tragic. 
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Contrary to the Director's belief that "Prosecution of this application, which was 
advanced out of turn due the granting of a petition to make special, has proceeded in a 
normal manner along with the prosecution of approximately 1,000,000 other pending 
applications. Unfortunately, due to the large number of active applications, 
prosecution within the Office is sometimes slowed by this and other factors," the 
process of this application was deliberately slowed and abandoned. Even the granting 
of the petition to make special was much slower than expected and this Office 
gracefully apologized, because it took ironically more than one year. See att. 2. 

No matter how many active applications this Office has, the truth is that this 
application was abandoned after it passed this office's examination in 2005. Around 
the same time their application in China was approved. See att. 8. 

3. Defendant's faultfinding attitude to shift the responsibility to applicants: 

In addition to the restriction requirements, this office also made suggestions on some 
insignificant issues, which were not mentioned in its previous restriction requirement 
in 2005 in order to shift the responsibility or liability to applicants. 

While applications agreed to make some corrections in Specification, applicants 
pointed out some changes are not acceptable. For instance, this office should use the 
name Dehou Fei of the major inventor to contact applicants, because the major 
inventor is the mastermind of this invention and it was based on the major inventor's 
age that Defendant granted the petition to "make it special" in 2003. Furthermore, 
inventors are different in their contribution to this project and in the distribution of 
patent sale value." See Att. 13, p. 2. Obviously this office used the name of applicant 
Faye Zhengxing rather than the major inventor's to mitigate its guilt caused by the 
unlawful abandonment. 

Another faultfinding request is Director's assertion that "Applicants remain under 
obligation to reply to the office action mailed June 15, 2007, within the time period 
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set therein or as extended under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The filing of a petition is not 
considered a reply to the Office action/' See att. 16, p. 3. In fact, applicants did send a 
reply to examiner's restriction requirements on August 2, 2007. The cover letter is an 
introduction for this Office to understand applicants' positions and attitude toward the 
related issues as stated above. See att. 21. 

Reviewing Title 35, Part 2, Chapter 10, sec. 101 which states, "Whoever invents or 
discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefore, 
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title," applicants found the assertion 
of this office groundless when it said, "The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had . ; 
possession of the claimed invention." See att. 12, p. 3. Not only do the claims belong 
to "new and useful process" and "composition of matter" as defined by the law above 
on patentable inventions, applicants have actually used the similar health pills on 
themselves and proved their high value in strengthening the human immunity. 

In her letter to NY senators, applicants described the effect of their health pills on 
themselves, "In terms of the quality of our invention, the federal poisons, which 
injured my family, unexpectedly proved the power or effect of our health pills in 
strengthening human immunity. Taking the medicines similar to our health pills, my 
86-year-old father, is still alive after being diagnosed with lung cancer two years ago 
while the average survival period for male lung cancer patients is only 8 months. 
Moreover, after being repeatedly poisoned by dioxin over the past two and half years, 
I have pain in my back, muscle and lymph nodes and my dioxin level has reached 
nearly 80,000 as opposed to the normal range 10-20, but our health pills prevented me 
from immediate death caused by cancers." See Att. 9, p.3. 
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It is not true that the name such as ACA-1-4 2A, of the health pill was "never before 
described in the originally filed disclosure." It is not true again when this office said, 
"In view of the fact that applicant seems to associate certain meanings behind such 
product names, the new terminology is deemed to constitute new matter, which fails 
to find adequate written descriptive support from the originally filed disclosure." See 
AtL 14, p.6. Applicants used these names only to refer to the specific products since 
there are two kinds of health pills. One health pill is orange color and the other is 
white. It is only for convenience in communication. There is no "meaning behind 
such product names," nor is there any "new matter." In the original specification, 
these names were introduced only to refer to specific products and they were also 
used under the title of preparations or of the tables. SeeAtt. 12, p. 3, 20, 21. These 
names were also used in applicants' amended claims in 2005. SeeAtt.5, p.L 

It is obviously a faultfinding intention when this office questioned the content in the 
parenthesis (for 100 gram of tobacco, about 20 cigarettes x 6.667 packs) as 
"confusing." Since part of the preparation of the health pill is the amount of its 
ingredients, the amount of tobacco for health pills' protective effects should be 
specified for manufacture and packaging, as well as for biochemical science. It is 
ridiculous to think "the health pill ingredients are to be divided up into multiple pills 
for the numbers of cigarettes that would contain 100 grams of tobacco." SeeAtt. 14, 
p.7. In the preparation, the applicants stated clearly that the dosage of the health pills 
is decided by the number of cigarettes the smoker consumes daily — 4 orange pills and 
2 white pills daily if the smokers consumes 20 cigarettes everyday. The dose is half if 
the number of cigarettes consumed is half. SeeAtt. 18, p. 21. 

Pursuant to Title 37 CFR .67 (a) (1) "Deficiencies or inaccuracies relating to all the 
inventors or applicants (§ § 1.42 , 1.43, or § 1 .47) may be corrected with a 
supplemental oath or declaration signed by all the inventors or applicants", applicants 
submit a supplemental declaration signed by those who want to authorize the major 
inventor Dehou Fei and applicant Faye Zhengxing to do all the necessary work on 
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their behalf to complete their application. See an. 19. Applicants were not informed of 
their defects in their original application since they used an application data sheet and 
they received the receipt for the application from this office dated March 4, 2004. See 
An. 20; an. 1. 

IE. DAMAGES : 

As this invention was published in March 2005, the possible infringement of right 
might have been provoked to damage the whole patent. "A service provided by the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO or Office) is the acceptance and 
preservation for two years of 'Disclosure Documents' as evidence of the date of 
conception of an invention." See www.uspto.gov -General Information Concerning 
Patents. The 2-year abandonment is very fatal to this invention. The more delay .of the. 
patent approval, the more possibility of infringement of right and the more damages. 

Amendment XTV to the US Constitution clearly states the Equal Justice and Due 
Process for all US citizens: "nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or 
property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the 
equal protection of the laws." Pursuant to US Constitution (Article HI, Section 2): 
"the judicial Power shall extend to all Cases, in Law and Equity, arising under this 
Constitution ...to Controversies to which the United States shall be a Party," 
applicants of this invention urge this Court to render them justice by ordering 
Defendant to pay $450 million for their joint efforts and cost in their extensive 
research and intensive experiment over the past 20 odd years, for the punitive 
damages based on the outrageous deprivation of applicants' right to patent, which 
could be up to nine times of the real damages, and for the tremendous mental anguish 
and high stress inflicted on applicants after Defendant abandoned their application 
and further hasseled them with its restriction requirements. The punitive damages 
should be specially paid by Defendant for the 87-year-old major inventor who has 
been coughing blood while he had to work endlessly on the endless restriction 
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requirements. His death or loss of his ability to promote and sell this patent will 
completely ruin the patent and the sale of the invention. 

We, the applicants, certify that this complaint is filed in good faith and the supporting 
data are accurate and complete to the best of our knowledge and belief, and that the 
amount requested accurately reflects the damages for which the claimants believe the 
Defendant is liable. Executed this st day of Oct, 2007, in Washington, D.C. 



Dated: Oct. 23, 2007. ' " ' ^^^^^^ 




Faye Zhengxing, Ph.D. 
20 Chesapeake Street, SE 
Apt. 33 

Washington, DC 20032 
Phone: 646-826-9930 OR 
(212-567-2713) 
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Please find below and/or attached an Office cornmnnication conceding this application or proceeding. / > 
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Application/Control Number: 10/681,103 
Art Unit: 1616 



i ,'*,.•. ' r 

V";- !:'S, 



sentence, 



Claims 1-4 are pending in this application. 

All of applicant's claims contain many sentences . TW. is improper. 
An examination of this application reveals that applicant is —ar with patent J, 



prosecutic, procedure. While an inventor may 
thisfie ,d usually acts*^ 

disdosed. Applicant is ad.sed to secure the services of a registered patent attorney or ^ ; : 



nclication. since thej^ajuj^^ 



s^illedpreparatic^^ pros ecution. I he umce cannot aia in selecting mi auoi i i«y ui 
agent. 

A listing of registered patent attorneys and agents is available on the USPTO 

Internet web site http^/ww^uspta^v in the Site Index under "Attorney and Agent 

Roster." Applicants may also obtain a list of registered patent attorneys and agents 

located in their area by writing to the Mail Stop OED, Director of the U. S. Patent and 

Trademark Office. PO Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

^ ■ 

I. Claim 1 , drawn to a liquid additive and a supplementary health pill. 

classified in multiple subclasses in classes 424 and 514, depending on the 

.crjemjcajjtr^ct^ ingredients. 
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II. ClaimXdrawn to "Reducing toxicity on a broader scale and by a larger,- 



*•.' ! • • 



III. 



margin: The liquid additive will reduce thetoxicity in tobacco smoke such ! . 

as nicotine, tar," classified in multiple subclasses In classes 424 a nd 51 4, 
ueueiiuuiu on mtj uigKjtcai suuciuie unne cor root will iFiuTfetiienis, ■ '" ' 

-Oicii.fi o, Oiumi iu ■ rTOTrts^rong mono di?gqaea miu jueii^ureiiin^ n c aiu i ■-.■i> 

more effectively: This health pill ..." ttls noted that myriad diseases sudh'V» 
as cancer, cardiovascular diseasesand respiratory diseases are 
encompassed herein. This invention is classified in multiple subclasses In 
classes 424 and514, depending on the chemical structure of the 
componenMngredients . 
IV. Gfsptff 4, drawn to "Eliminating addition safely and effectively," classified in 
'multiple subclasses in classes 424 and 514, depending on the chemical . 
structure of the component ingredients. 
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II. Claim 2, drawn to "Reducing toxicity on a broader scale and by a larger! ; J 
margin: The liquid additive will reduce the toxicity In tobacco smoke such 
as nicotine, tar," classified in multiple subclasses in classes 424 and 514, 
depending on the chemical structure of the component ingredients. 

III. Claim 3, drawn to "Preventing more diseases and strengthening health , 
more effectively: This health pill ..." It is noted that myriad diseases such, i:, 
as cancer, cardiovascular diseases and respiratory diseases are 
encompassed herein. This invention is classified in multiple subclasses in 
cla sses 424 and 51 4, depending, on the chemical structure of the 
component ingredients. 

IV. Claim 4, drawn to "Eliminating addition safely and effectively," classified in 
multiple subclasses in c jasse s^ ^ jnd 514, depending on the chemical 
structure of the component ingredients. 

The four Inventions as set forth above are_djstinct^each from the others, because 
they are each directed to divergent compositions or methods, with different combination 
of composition components. 

The search for more than one invention group would place an undue burden on 
the Examiner if the restriction requirement were not made, because each invention is , ,- 
directed to the distinct combination of multiple substances, many of which are 
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unspecified in the present claim form, the search for which would not be coextensive 
with search for the other inventions. 

v Fo|the rea sons of distinctne ss and undue burden, th erestriction requirement as 
set forth abov e is deemed to be proper. 

A telephone call was made to Mr. Fei on 6/1 6/2005 to request ari^ralelectio^o 
the above restriction req uirement , but did not result in an election being made. Mr . Fei's 
answering machine (at 212-567-2713) indicated that the recording tape was full and 
could not take any more messages. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to^be^compjetg must 
inclu de an election^ theJoven tion to be examined even though the requirement be _ 
traversed (37 CFR 1.143). 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment ofjnvent orship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37^FRJL48(b) and by the fee required 

For pro se applicant, the Examiner offers the following 3 recommendations. 
(1) Beet one invention, and cancel claims directed to non-elected invention. 



(2) For example purposes, if Group II were elected, then cancel claim 2 and 
resubmit it as a new claim - claim 2 is currently in such improper foiro that it cannot be 
easily amended. 

Example: Elect Group II. Cancel claims 1-4. Submit new claim 5. 

Claim 5. (New) A composition for reducing toxicity in tobacco smoke, including 

• •'• . ■ • ' • ■•»■-.' ■■ ■ ; 

nicotine, tar, carbon monoxide, nitric oxide compound, hydrocyanic acid,; cadmium, 

mercury, arsenic and nitrosamine, wherein for 100 grams of tobacco, the composition 

comprises: 

0.7-15 ml Polysorbate 80; 

50-1 00 ml Hot water at 55 to 50°C; 

7-134 mg Cerium dioxide: 

0.2-10 ml Sulfuric acid, 5 to 20 %V/V; 
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(3) The specification cannot haVe an ^pei^^ It i? either a part of 
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specification or it isn't. The appendix pagesthat are i numbered as partof the ; U . , v .... 
specification, pages 19, 20, 21 and 22 ^^Joecause their page numberjngs indicate 
specification content. 

However, those appendi 
make up Appendix 2), and in particular i 

deleted. If appropriate, applicant may add the content of those pages as new ■^}; -: v..-^} ' 
specification pages numbered 23, etc. Applicant should review 37 CFR 1 .121 for rules 
on amending the claims and specification. 

Alternatively, applicant may wish to provide instructions to cancel the two pages 
that are in the Chinese language. Then provide amendments of the last^pages of the 
specification, with the pages numbered 20, 21 , 22 and 24, respectively. 



. . ... Vfy^./ 

Applicant is advised that the above examples that the Examiner has provided ts'^. : ; 
not an indication of patentability. It is merely an example of how applicant may proceed ; 
to correct the claim language and specification problems and fully respond to this V - 



Restriction requirement. 



.■V.'fi: 



The Examiner acknowledges the receipt of applicant's foreign priority document •:«.! 
The Examiner notes however that the foreign priority do cument consists of only o ne 
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Application/Control Number: 1 0/681 , 1 03 Page 7 

Art Unit: 1616 



page, if there are more pages to this document, applicant is requested to provide 

a '■ — r 



, another full copy of this document. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
/ Examiner should be directed to JOHN PAK whose telephone number is (571)272-0620. 



\ The Examiner can i norrrelly be reached b^^ Frid ay from 8 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
SPE^GaryjKu nz, can be re ache d on (571)2 72-0887. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is (571)273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number isJ 571 )272- 
^1600^ 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




JOHN PAK 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

GROUP 1&0 



Application/Control Number: 10/681,103 July 10. 2005. 

Art Unit: 1616 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 121, inventors of this patent application (10/681, 103), in 
light of Examiner's advice, amend their claim as follows to meet the restriction 
requirement: 

Elgct Grou p 3. Cancel Claims 1-4 and Additional Claim. Submit new Claim 5. 
Claim 5: 

1 . A composition for preventing smoking related cancers, cardiovascular diseases, 
respiratory diseases, and other smoking caused physical problems, wherein for 
100 gram of tobacco (about 20 cigarettes x 6.667 packs), the composition, in oral 
dosage form, comprises: 

Sodium selenite 0.2-14.6 mg 

B-cyclodextrin (1 .85%) 3.5-67 ml 

♦Vitamin E 0.2-10 g 

♦Vitamin A 3-35 mg 

Butylated hydroxytoluene 0.3-27 mg 

Riboflavin 7 - 200 m 8 

♦Nicotinic acid 7-2000 mg 

*Pyridoxine hydrochloride 33-2000 mg 

2. A composition supplemental to claim 1, wherein for 100 gram of tobacco (about 
20 cigarettes x 6.667 packs), the composition, in oral dosage form, comprises: 
♦Ascorbic acid 0.07-6 g 

3. A composition supplemental to claim 1, for reducing the toxicity in tobacco 
smoke such as nicotine, tar (including polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons 



represented by 3, 4 benzo(a)phrene), carbon monoxide, nitric oxide compound, 
hydro cyanic acid, cadmium, mercury, arsenic, nitrosamine, wherein for 100 
grams of tobacco, the composition, in liquid additive form, comprises: 

Tween-80 °- 7 - 15ml 
Hot water (55-60°C) 50-100 ml 

Cerium dioxide 7 " 134m g 

Sulfuric acid (5%-20%) V/V 0.2-10 ml 

Selenium dioxide 0 A '^ 

B-cyclodextrin 0.1- 4 g 

Hydrogen peroxide (3% or 6%) 30-600 ml 

Potassium permanganate l>ioumg 



♦Cupric Sulfate 45-400 mg 

Cupric Oxide 20 ~ 270m S 
Activated Manganese dioxide 10-100 mg 

. A method, according to claim 1, 2 and 3, for resuming the activity of glutathione 
peroxidase (GSH-PX) by applying a co-enzyme to guarantee its unfailing effect in 
reducing tobacco toxicity and preventing diseases. 
;. A method for eliminating smoker's addiction, wherein Nicotinic acid, Pyridoxin, 
Vitamin E, Vitamin A, hydrochloride Ascorbic acid, Cupric Sulfate, according to 
claim 1, 2, and 4, are designed to decrease dopamine and glutamic acid in the 
human brain through a) copper compound & manganese compound to strengthen 
MAO's activity; b) VB6 to turn glumatic acid to y- aminobutyric acid (GABA); c) 
VA , VE, VC and other anti-oxidants to prevent excessive iron in the body from 
releasing glutamic acid in the brain. 



To: Examiner John Pak at (Phone: 571 -272- 

0620; Fax: 703-872-9306) S7l-l)l-&oo 

From: Dr. Faye Zhengxing (Phone: 202-562-4429; 
Cell Phone:917-536-7983) 

Address: 20 Chesapeake Street, SE, Apt. 33, 
Washington, DC 20032 

Re: Application/Control Number 1 0/68 1 , 1 03 

Date: 7/11/05 



Dear Examiner Pak: 

Thank you so much for advising us on the amendment of our application to 
meet the restriction requirement. While I am taking care of other 
requirements, I am faxing to you the 2-page amended version of our claim 
for your comment. 

I will be most grateful if you could review this amended version and call me 
to express your opinion. I will submit our amended application as soon as 
possible to meet the deadline. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) Application No. 10/681,103 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant, Ms. Zhengxing, asked how to respond to the restriction 
requirement. The Examiner answered that applicant would have to elect one of the invention groups as explained in 
the previous Offce action and then submit new claims directed to the elected invention and cancel all of the original 
claims (to make it easier for the pro se applicant than amending original claims). Ms. Zhengxing asked how she could 
also have the other inventive concepts, and the Examiner replied that the restriction requirement must be maintained. 
Ms. Zhengxing also asked about the response time. The Examiner replied that the reply was due by 7/21/2005. 
Applicant can petition for an extension of time, with the appropriate extension of time fee, after that date, but the reply 
must be received by the PTO no later than 12/21/2005 (with the appropriate extension of time + extension of time fee). 
Applicant was advised to check in www.uspto.gov site for the relevant fee information. The Examiner discussed that 
he cannot possibly advise the applicant on all the procedural and substantive issues that may come up in the 
prosecution of this application . 



At 



6/12/07 3736 10* Ave. Apl. 2H 

New York. NY 10034 
Phone & Fax 2 12-567-27 1 3 
Cell Phone: 646-826-9930 
Social Security No: 601-28-995 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

No matter how the real US Supreme Courts ruling on my case (02-10717) issued 
in 2005 protected mv right and proved the top legal frauds committed by Department 
of Justice, and no matter how much compensation President Bush approved to settle 
my case (04-119 & 05-532 filed at US Court of Federal Claims) as a non-prosecution 
plea deal in 2005 and 2006, we have not received one penny ofjustice yet. We are still 
suffering from the federal biochemical terror without any medical treatment. At this 
moment when I am writing this letter, toxic gas is still being pumped into our home to 
cause pain all over my body; especially in my back and in my eyes. My father is 
coughing blood everyday and I am facing the danger or gelling cancers alter being 
repeatedly poisoned by dioxin. We are still living in a highly polluted home and 
having no income whatsoever. Could you believe this is happening in the United 
Stales which used to boast about its best human rights for its citizens in the world? 

Nn« another tremendous loss for thi s country and another heavy blow to us; 
Our right to natent for our invention (ap plication No; 10/681.103) was deprived 
of hv Department of Justice through the U S Patent and Trademark Office. On 
June 7, 2007, Examiner John Pak formally informed us that our patent application, 
which had been illegally abandoned and concealed for two years by the patent office, 
would be rejected. This patent application based on our extensive research and 
intensive experiment over the past 20-odd years is for our invention to enhance the 
health of 45 million smokers in the United Stales and 1.3 billion smokers worldwide 
through reducing lobacco toxins, strengthening smokers" immunity and eliminating 
nicotine addiction. Our health pills could also benefit 9.7 million users of other 
tobacco products 2 and 29-43 percent of the US population who are second-hand 
smokers 3 . Ironically, ihe same patent application was approved in 2005 by China, 
whom the United Stales is suing for its v iolation of intellectual property. 

Obviously, the 2-year-abandonment of and finally the rejection of our patent 
application are related" lo mv litigation against this administration and il is another 
means of retaliation for the federal crimes I disclosed lo the US Supreme Court and 
Congress. In 2003 when my then 82-year-old father, the major inventor, requested a 
speedy process because or his age, the patent office granted my father's petition. 
When examiners advised us lo amend our Claims and Specification in 2005, we 
followed their suggestions meticulously. Our amended version x\as sent lo the patent 
office in July 2005. In my follow-up phone call, a woman examiner informed me that 

- Sec "Tobacco's Stigma Aside. Wall S.roel Finds a Lo. «« I Ac" in The New York lone, o,r Jan. M. 2007- 
3 fee "Instilulc Urues Intensive Smoking Deterrents." in lire Washington Post on May 25 2007. I he d-itn arc 
from InSeof M^cme a brand, of .he Na.ional Academes, a scien.i.ic o.gani„.io„ chartered hv Congress ., 
advise ihc government on scientific and technical issues. 

> See " Researchers: Hear, dea.hs would plunge vvi.hou. passive smoking" Iron, Nn.ionnl . Icnl.h and Nulri.ion 
Examination Survey published by Reuters on May 1 1 2006. 



our amended application passed the examination. We cheered and celebrated for this 
big progress. Up to that point, the patent office handled our application properly and 
professionally. After that, however, we suddenly never heard of anything about our 
application no mailer how many phone inquiries we made. 

On March 19, 2007, when I made another inquiry in writing regarding the status 
ofour application. Examiner Pak, to our surprise, told us to make more changes in our 
claims and specification. According to 37 CFR 1.134. 1.135 and 1.136. if our 
application had not passed the examination as we were informed in 2005, this office 
should have informed us of further changes or should have rejected our application 
within 6 months after we submitted our amended version in July 2005. When 
Examiner Mr. Pak revealed to us recently on the phone that he was only a small 
employee in the government and he could not explain the groundless abandonment, 
we further sensed the abused power behind the scene to deprive us ofour patent right 
in retaliation. 

It was definitely not a coincident that abandoning the process of our patent 
application took place exactly in the same period of lime when I informed all the 
justices of the US Supreme Court that Department of Justice falsified the high court 
ruling OH my case and US Supreme Court later reversed the lower court's ruling to 
protect my legal rights and to prove the top legal fraud. Since the illegal surveillance 
on me and all of my family members has been going on Tor years. Department of 
Justice knew our patent application from the very beginning. Ofcourse. it was the real 
high court ruling issued in 2005 that posed a prosecution threat and triggered deep 
embarrassment and strong determination to retaliate against me and my family by all 

means and in all ways. 

As recently as last month, Congress and health community nationwide were still 
urging extensive smoking deterrents to drive down tobacco use. In view of the 
statistics that there are 440,000 deaths a year from tobacco use and $89 billion 
annually in smoking-relaled health costs, Institute or Medicine, a branch or the 
National Academies, a scientific organization chartered by Congress to advise the 
government on scientific and technical issues, called on new measures including 
gradually reducing "the amount or nicotine in cigarettes so that they are no longer 
addictive." 4 This is exactly the unique feature or our invention. In addition lo 
reducing toxins by adding a liquid additive to the tobacco, our invention will also 
greatly strengthen the immunity of smokers by providing them with health pills 
enclosed in the cigarette pack. The most amazing feature or our invention is lo 
gradually eliminate smokers" addiction to nicotine and help them eventually quit 
smoking. 

A recent legislation based on IOM s report, "which has bipartisan support, would 
also give the FDA power lo end vending-machine and seir-service sales or tobacco, 
prohibit tobacco advertising near schools, ban fruit- or candy-flavored cigarettes and 
stop cigarette makers from using claims such as "light" or "low-tar" unless they are 
scientifically proved/' Matthew L. Myers, president or the Campaign lor 
TobaccOrFree Kids, slated, "And even ifthe states do so. we won't achieve our major 



Sec Footnote 2 on I'ngc 2. 



! 



mihlic health uoal unless ihe federal governmenl enters the fray. ' 5 
" Hoover L adminislralion did jusl the opposite by killing our .nvenl.on ,n ,«s 
patent M«c reprehens.b.y. Department of Just.ce ru.ned our 
paten appnc v Q&Am (of D , sease Conlrol -ld 

'p— - stopped dropping and U : e propo,^ 

adults who smoke held steady a, 20 <> percent ^^^^^ ^ 
the rale did not fall from one year to the next since l«W7 and it "as 
effective measures were most needed to assist smokers to quit. 

in tenns of the quality of our invention, the federal po.sons, wh.ch .mured m, 
rami Iv lexpledlv proved the power or effect of our health pills m strengthemng 
2 ZEZV* the .lines similar to our Health pdl. my ^S^ear-o 
2h»r i, .till alive after being diagnosed with lung cancer two years ago wh.le Hie 

^"ppSrl — Ue 10-20. bu, our heaLh pills prevent me fro,,, 

reports from New York City government on the po lu.on ollhee. 

urv trial based on the nign coun iuuhj, ^ . nm(:(Jni , nrs to 

criminals 10 render us justice, please urge Ihe commM.ee and federal prosecutors 

a-^^-^--* 1 'crsal Ire 



r«.. ■■« at the US Patent and 

Officr for a form,. ■■,>«,.„» ■.■■ M 

our key positions in out later to patent oflice on June S, -007 as 

were asked to make more changes in our »PP lira "™ f , ier process i n! , „r 

, , ,r w decide to make some changes as you suggest o >™'™L»L (a » Oman 

„„, application, it does no, mean we can deny the **^™£ri~e. «U> ™nr 

employee) informed us in 2005 that our ""^ ™ w , nlernl , 

initial advices, had passed ^^ZZZ^^^ 

investiBation should have proved the tru h. ,f ™^^^o<e opportunities to 

would not have waited for two years to repe^d y given ™ •» 

modify our claims and speciftcahons. Our ^°'^2Z^ ™^<». 

especially after you granted the petuton of my fadier. Uk «^ 0 ^ p m „ 2 

■to make special" on Oct. 29, 2003 under the provision set lorth 1 

% we decide to make some changes « you 

of our application, it ^« ^.^l^nTv ur norma, process over the 

« < * ,hC m r us Pa« Ce^r Pecrfically emphases ,1. importance 
past two years. The US Patent law . invpnlor ihe tiaht to exclude 

' of umeliness- in patent application, "Patents grant »"-\^^ r 0 " r a limited 
others from producing or using the inventor's ^ — ^ 
^oUirne. U.S. patent laws were enacted ^.^^ Amk 

^u^riW to protect the d — ^^^fS^M^ 
LjeajgnJL More specifically, the law stales. . - Scc 

JflKJXIMI 1*4 35 / Under the ^^^^i^ fa 

2005, which might have caused infringement of right. 




Thank vou verv much again for working consistently and effectively for your 
consl u" s and ie Amerii people. Please fee, free to contact us ,, you need 
XTnformation. We will be looking forward to hearing from vou. 



Sincerelv, 




n 

Fave Zhengxing, PhD 




/ 



/s The following is a chronicle 7 on how this administration violated the law and 
/escalated various damages to a skyrocketing level over the past 6 years by fatally 
injuring me (including my family) physically mentally, financially and by harming 
other innocent people, polluting our environment and contaminating our market: 

1) 2001 and 2002 : terminating me unlawfully in retaliation after 1 filed a complaint 
against discrimination; illegally searching my home several times and damaging my 
property (house, car, and artifacts); bribing numerous lawyers and other people to 
deprive me of my legal representation and rights for obstruction of justice; starting to 
keep me under illegal surveillance which has lasted for 6 years; 

2) 2003- falsifying an unconstitutional ruling to frame the US Supreme Court, cheat 
the public and deprive me of my protection by Title VII; stealing my letter from the 
then Chief Justice to avoid an investigation on judicial independence; 

3) 2004- poisoning me with dioxin and other toxins; repeatedly altering my medical 
records to cover up federal crimes; ordering the police not to protect me; inflicting a 
stroke on my mother and manipulating the medical treatment to shorten her life (my 
mother died in Dec. 2004); starting to poison my whole family ; my daughter, 22, may 
never bear a child to continue our family tree: 

4) 2005- ignoring and concealing the real US Supreme Court s ruling on my case, 
illegally detaining me as a "mental patient" twice to further poison me m the hospital; 
ordering to have our patent application process abandoned; inflicting lung cancer on 
my father, a non-smoker, with dioxin; poisoning my daughter and her roommates in 
the NYU dorm; 

5) 2006 detaining me illegally twice again as a "mental patient"; inviting, aiding and 
abetting international abductions of me by sending $27 million abroad ($7 million 
was meant for US attorney David Cohen himself) from the approved compensation (o 
settle my case, further poisoning me on various occasions and hiding my blood test 
results- polluting the environment and contaminating the food market in New York 
Citv poisoning my sister and her boy friend, my daughter and her housemates; our 
neighbor John Phillip in Apt. 2G died from liver diseases after our running water in 
the whole building was poisoned; 

6) 2007: driving my father and me out of our home by pumping toxic gas into our 
home and bribing one of our neighbors to force our door shut for Hitler s "gas 
chamber effect": forcing me to live in shelters for homeless people for 6 months and 
further poisoning me and other innocent people in shelters: concealing my blood test 
report on dioxin ordered by the shelter doctor; ordering the reject.on of our patent 
application. 



' These are all uncontested tacts presented at courts, or to NY Senators or at congressional committee, 
over the past 6 years. 




U.S. Departm' of Justice 

Office of the Inspector General 



August 27, 2007 



Faye Zhengzing, Ph.D 

89-20 55 th Avenue Apartment 5E 

Elmhurst, New York 1 1 373 



Washington, D C. 20530 



Dear Faye Zhengzing: 

The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence dated April 
18, 2007. The matters which you raised have been reviewed by the staff of the 
Investigations Division, Office of the Inspector General. 

This Office does not have jurisdiction to investigate allegations that a Department of 
Justice attorney has committed misconduct while exercising his or her litigation authonty. 
Accordingly, your correspondence has been referred to: 

U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 

Any further correspondence regarding this matter should be directed to that office. 

I hope this answers any questions regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, 



Glenn G. Powell 
Special Agent in Charge 
Special Operations 
Investigations Division 



3/19/07 



89-20 55 th Ave. Apt. 5E 
Elmhurst. NY 10373 
Phone & Fax; 7 1 8-205-8095 
Director. Technology Center 1 600 Phone: 64 «-826-9930 

P. O. Box 1450 

Alexandra. VA 22313-1450 
Re: Serial No: 10/681,103 
Dear Special Program Examiner: 

waiting for the further iSrorrnato! ^ ™!SE?!2?? ? "7 *?* *»•"» " W and he * L 
publication and exemmew evsHon mSv^Z^T," 1 *P |fca ' 10 " P«"M the 
ariir reply to address the issue. It is dflfeiS M^SSf » few times before, but never got 
any possible damaging Influence tan ffSeZ^^'T' pr8c,i< * w « h ~« to mink o 
Dehou F«, daughter." aim oK«!£2E STS ^ M "» writ,r <* •* letter 0 , 
nothing to do with that case In KSSS^ !* caM <* «*>"« °™ 
wrongdoing, under thl. Admimetntfon. ^ttS25S^££?** an " 0, " et 

our patent Moreover, since my fath, ^eS?7nJ2K?? V°" on ^ ™ ri< « "*» <* 
delay will mean the complete feikWof RStaESiySLS? Weak "* hi * a »*' ,urtn «' 

Sincerely . x , 

FayeZhengxIng, Ph.D. (writing fbrDehou Fei) 




Patent Technology Centers 
Facsimile Transmission 



To: Name: 

Company: 



Faye Zhengxing and inventors of 10/681 103 



Fax Number: 912125672713 
Voice Phone: 

From: Name: Examiner John Pak 

Official Fax Number: (571) 273-8300 

Official After Final Fax Number: (571 ) 273-8300 
_ Voice Phone: 571-272,0620 

pJtent^ndVrL fT ? ' * orres P°" d « nce *at can be communicated to the 

LSfiLt" 4 4 * ? C VW faCS,m,,e transmi «fons. Applicants are advised to use the 
certificate of facsimile transmission procedures when submitting a reply to a non-final or I 
final Office action by facsimile (37 CFR 1 .8(a)). J 

Fax Notes: 

You asked me to fax to 212-567-2713, so here it is. ~ ~ ~" ~~~ 

Please review and let me know if you can reply in writing (as 
discussed on the next page) at your earliest convenience. 

John Pak ^ 
Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 1616 < 
Tel: 571-272-0620 ■ 
Fax: 571-273-0620 ^ 



Date and time of transmission: Thursday, May 31, 2007 6:06:32 PM 
Number of pages including this cover sheet: 09 
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Application/Control Number 10/681.103 p 
Art Unit: 1616 398 

Please review the changes set forth herein, If you agree to these changes, you 
must state (via reply fax, preferably) In writing, if accurate: 

(1) all inventors agree to authorize the changes to the claims and changes to the 
specification, as set forth in this communication; and 

(2) provide signatures of authorization of as many inventors as possible. 
Note, claims 5-6 are identical to the version I sent you earlier (3/29/2007). 

Reciting proprietary names such as ACA-104 2A or ACA-104 2B does not add anything 
more to what you already have. You are free to call the composition whatever you want 
in commercial settings, but these names do not belong in the claims. The claim is 
defined by what it contains. I removed the • marks next to many ingredients because it 

is confusing to have them there. 

Note, the fifth inventor did not sign the declaration. This makes the declaration 

defective. I can allow the case, but you must tjrne/y. file a supplemental declaration that 

has the fifth inventor's signature. 

Note, we only have on file the first page of the certified copy of the Chinese 
priority application. You must tirrje^ file a fully copy to be granted the foreign priority. 

I reserve an opportunity to make further changes (only with your adjdjtjonaj 
authorization ), if such further changes are deemed necessary upon canyfng out final 
preparations for allowance. 

If you have any questions. I can try to answer them. Also. I refer you again to 
page 2 of the Office action of 6/21/2005. which provides information about securing the 
services of a registered patent attorney or agent. 



Application/Control Number: 107881 , 103 

Art Unit: 1616 963 

Amendment to jhg Cjajfflg 

Cancel claims 7, 8 and 9. 

Rewrite claims 5 and 6 as set forth below. 

Claim 5. (Currently amended) A health pin for reducing the harmful effects of 
cigarette smoking comprising: 

0.2 to 14.6 mg of sodium selenite; 

3.5 to 67 ml of 1 .85% B-cyclodextrin; 
0.2 to 10 g of Vitamin E; 

3 to.35 mg of Vitamin A; 

0.3 to 27 mg of butylated hydroxytoluene; 

7 to 200 mg of riboflavin; 

7 to 200 mg of nicotinic acid; and 

33 to 2000 mg of pyridoxfne hydrochloride. 

Claim 6. (Currently amended) The health pill of claim 5, further comprising 0.07 
to 6 g of ascorbic acid. 

Amendment to the Specification 

Amend pages 7, 13-15, 19 and 21 as shown on the following pages. 
Delete all four pages of Appendix 2. 



Selenium and other an ti -oxidants also have excellent effect on respiratory 
diseases. An expert at Connell Umveraty and a Chinese scholar point out that a diet 
rich in antioxidants will strengthen lung functions and prevent respiratory diseases 
such as asthma, pulmonary emphysema and chronic bronchitis. The effect of these 
ana-oxidants on the lung has a lot to do with smoking The experts also state thai' 
taking in B-carotin with selenium and high dosage antioxidants is a very good way to 
prevent cells from damages by hazardous biochemical elements (28). A medical study 
took 1 8, 1 62 adults as their samples to examine the relationship between the 
ingredients (we adopted in our health pill) of their diet and their blood and their lung 
functions in a period of six yean. The experts found strong evidence to prove, 
through comparing the variables such as gender, age, bodily fat, race, income, and 
smoking or non-smoking behavior, that these ingredients are closely related to these 
adults' lung functions. Their findings also indicate that those natural ingredients in 
food are not as effective on smokers* lung functions as that of their chemical 
counterparts (such as vitmin C and E) on both smokers and non-smokers (28). 

d) Selenium and Other Smoking Related Diseases: 

In addition, this health pill also prevents other smoking related diseases such as 
premature aging, weak immunity, tobacco amblyopia, mouth leukoderma and other 
diseases caused by harmful radioactive material in tobacco smoke. 

e) Our Creative Invention: 

Over the past 30 years selenium and its compound GSH-PX have displayed 
wonderful performances in animal and clime experiments in various countries, but the 
activity of GSH-PX decreases because of oxidization other factors. Even with the 
supplement of selenium, GSH-PX will not resume its activity due to a series of 
chemical reactions such as oxidization, replacement, resolve, and counteraction. GSH 
especially loses its function as an anti-oxidant after it is changed into an oxidant 
GSSG. 

We tackled the essential problem: how to reduce GSSG back to GSH. We believe 
we could not just mix more GSH with glutamic acid, syateina and glycine. Instead, 



Sfo If- *J erft', I3 
Co<re cAr Ho "C y S+c ) " 



we must find a synthetase and reduce the oxidized GSSG in the human body. GSSG 
is an oxidized enzyme protein, a complicated complex. Though we knew there is 
GSSG-R (GSSG's reductase) in the human body, it is not active enough. We knew 
we were in need of a strong co-enzyme as catalyst to reduce GSSG back to GSH. 

After a long search and study, we finally found a coenzyme to reduce GSSG 
back to GSH. We were greatly encouraged by this finding. With this co-enzyme, we 
could resume the activity of GSH in every way. Moreover, in case GSSG-R is 
insufficient, the two components in riboflavin in the health pill - flavin 
mononucleotide (FMN) and flavin adenine dinucleotide (FAD) - will resume the 
activity of GSSG-R to the normal level. We believe this is a bnsakthrough in 
generating an unfailing effect to prevent smokers from getting various smoking 
related diseases. For ft c pre^^ T-— % - 

. ... 

The Causes of Addiction and Our Invention in Smoking Cessation: 

It is a consensus of medical experts that when nicotine enters the human brain, 
brain cells will release a great deal of dopamine and glutamic acid, the major causes of 
addition to cigaxettt (or addiction to other drugs) (22, 23. 24). An expert fiom 
Virginia Institute of Technology reports that they have separated a compound fiom 
tobacco, which will inhibit monoamine oxidase (MAO), a major enzyme in the brain 
to resolve dopamine (27); another series of research papers fiom a state lab in New 
York City indicate that the MAO concentration in a smoker's brain is 40 percent lower 
than that of a non-smoker. This is the reason why a smoker has higher dopamine 
content in me brain than a non-smoker (27). Some researchers from Columbia 
University stale in "Science" magazine that when nicotine enters the brain, it greatly 
increases the release of glutamic acid in the brain. They detailed the reasons why it is 
an accomplice in causing nicotine addiction (24). 

The United States and Canada are doing clinic experiments on y- VINYL GAB A, 
GVG, a medicine produced by Aventis in Europe for children's epilepsy, to see if it 
could be used to detoxicate tobacco smoke and facilitate smoldng cessation. GVG 
may reduce the dopamine in the smoker's brain and thus help him/her break the 
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addiction y+*ie«im* We believe, however, that it will not be enough to only reduce 
dopamine in the brain, because glutamic acid, through decreasing MAO's activity, 
makes it harder to resolve and inactivate dopamine. Glutamic acid might be one of the 
causes that stabilizes the addiction to nicotine and other drags. Furthermore, glutamic 
acid will also damage brain cells and cause the death of brain cells. In addition, iron, 
if over taken or stored in the human body, will also release glutamic acid in the brain. 
Excessive iron may be stored in the body for many reasons: Some people tend to 
supplement too much iron to cure anemia. Some people cook in pota or pans made or 
iron, drink too much beer or grape wine, or who have iron residue caused by 
excessive blood transfixions, or indigestion by intestine. Furthermore, there are other 
factors causing the release of glutamic acid. For instance, lack of vitamin B6 and 
nicotinic acid will increase the pathologic absorption of iron; lack of vitamin E and 
;° thcr anti -° xidants wl' cause iron chronic poisoning. Not only will these factors 
cause more glutamic acid in the brain, they will also cause other diseases. To 
eliminate the addiction to nicotine, therefore, we must appropriately reduce 
dopamine, glutamic acid, and at the same time reduce the excessive iron in the human 
body. We adopted the following three methods: 

(a) Strengthening MAO's activity with Copper Compound and Enhancing Copper's 
function with Manganese Compound: 

Since glutamic acid lowers the copper content in the brain and copper is an 
important component of MAO. glutamic acid, therefore, may decrease the activity 
of MAO. [Kong Xiangmi reports (hat glutamic acid injection will lower the 
copper content in human blood serum (6. p. 173)]. 

To supplement copper and manganese compound, however, is not easy, because 
they are metal oxidants, which may counteract with foe majority of the anti- 
oxidants in the health pill. Furthermore, several hours alter copper compound 
enters the human body, it will compound into ceruloplasmin in the liver. This 
ceruloplasmin, however, cannot go through the blood-brain barrier to increase 
copper. Later we came up with the idea of adding copper and manganese into the 
cut tobacco. When the smoker lights up, he/she wiJJ absorb IheroelaJs through 
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PRESCRIPTION, PREPARATION A USE 
OF THE LIQUID ADDITIVE TO TOBACCO 
(ACA-104-1) 



Order of 
Sprinkle 


Components & 
Concentration 
of Ingredients 


Quantity a) 
Content Range % 
(Per lOOg 
Tobacco) 


Preparation 




Twccn-80 


0.7-15ml v 


Dissolve them for use later; label the 
solution as A. 




Hot water 


50-100 ml 

^V^IW fill 




Cerium dioxide 


7-134mg v 


Dilute sulfuric acid to 20% solution, take 
out 6.665ml solution (rbSOtl .333ml), into 
which put 44.45mg of CeCb . stxr them lor 
use later; label this solution as B; 




Sulfuric acid 
(5%-20%)V/V 


0.2-10 ml ' 




Selenium 
.— dioxide 


0.4-8mg 


Dissolve 2mg selenium dioxide into 1ml 
water; . . . . 




B-cyclodextrin 


) 

0.1< 4 g ' 


Put 1 85g B-Cyd into 100ml water at 50- 
60°C; Take out 12.973 ml (which equals B- 
Cyd 0.24g) to mix the SeQ2 sol. above; stir 
till all dissolved; label it as Solution C; 
Put the A, B, C three solutions above 
together, stir them thoroughly; sprinkle • 
them onto 100 g tobacco; blend them 
thoroughly and put it aside for 30 minutes; 


(2) 


Hydrogen 
peroxide (3% or 
6%) 


30-600 ml 


Sprinkle 3% Hydrogen peroxide 157 ml 
onto 1 00 g tobacco above, blend them 
thoroughly and stir it for 30 minutes; 




r 


♦Potassium 
permanganate 


15-150 mg 


DicQnlvf* \CfJfttC\A tn 1% crkliif tnn * talm nut 

4.445 ml {which equals 44.45 mg KMnO*); 
Dilute Sulfuric acid to 5% solution; take out 
6.66 ml (which equals 0.333 ml H2SO4); 
label this solution as D; 


(3)/ 




♦Cupric Sulfate 


45-400 mg 


Dilute CuSOi to 5% solution; take out 
2.666ml (which equals 133.33 mg CuSCM); 
label this solution as E; 
Mix D with E; and stir them thoroughly for 
use later, 






Cupric Oxide 
B-cyclo-dextrin 


20-270 mg 
0>l-4g 


Grind fine CuO (66.67mg) and activated 
MnCh(33.335mg); 

Dissolve 1 J33 g B-Cyd into 72.054 ml hot 
water, into which put the above CuO and 
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PRESCRIPTION, PREPARATION & USE 
OF THE HEALTH PILL ENCLOSED IN CIGARETTE PACK 
(ACA-104-2A.B) 



Kind 




Quantity 


Preparation 


Signature 
(Si*) 




Name of 
" Components 


Content (per lOOg 
tobacco) Range % 




♦Sodium 
selcnite 


0.2- 14.6 mg • v 


Dissolve NazSeO) 
(3 .65 mg) in 1 ml 
"water. 






B-cyclodextrin 

(1. 557b) 


— : ■ i 

O.S-30 ml 


Add2mlB-Cyd 
(1.85%) to the 
above solution; 

oiir thpm 

9U1 UIEIU 

thoroughly; 


Doseoforanee 


pill: 

For those who 
smoke 20 cifis 
daily, caice z 
pills bctore 
eating in the 
morning or half 
an hour before 
smoking; Take 
2 pills one hour 
after lunch; 

For those who 
smoke 10 cigs 
daily, take I pill 
twice a day at 
the same time 
as stated above. 




♦Vitamin E 


0.2 -10 g . 




(A) < 


♦Vitamin A 


3-35 mg V 


Grind them fine 




Butylatcd - 
hydroxytolucnc 


0.3-27'mg _". / 






Riboflavin 


7-200 mg v 




t 


Nicotinic acid 


7-2000 mg ) 


Mix them; 


Pyridoxine 
hydrochloride 


33-2000 mg / 










Mix all th< above 
thoroughly and 
mike four orange 
coaled pills. 


(B) 


•Ascorbic acid 




0.07-6 g 


Make two white- 
coated pills with 
400 mg ascorbic 
Bad.. 


Dose of the 


white pill: 


For those who 
smoke 20 dgs 
daily, take 2 
pills one hour 
after the last cig 
before the 
bedtime. 

For those who 
smoke 10 cigs, 
take 1 pill at the 
time staled 
above. 
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6/8/07 



Primary Examiner John Pak 
Art Unit 1616 
Patent Technology Centers 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Tel: 571-272-0620 
Fax: 571-273-0620 

Re: patent application 10/681 103 

Deai Mr. Pak: 

Thank you for your recent unusual attention to our patent application, which has been 
obviously stalled for two years. Before we respond specifically to the changes you 
suggested in our claims and specification, we must point out our stance on the current 
status of our application as follows: 

1. If we decide to make some changes as you suggested for your further processing of our 
application, it does not mean we can deny the fact that your examiner (a woman 
employee) informed us in 2005 that our application, amended in accordance with your 
initial advices, had passed the examination. Your record and your internal investigation 
should have proved the truth. If we had not passed the examination, you would not have 
waited for two years to repeatedly give us more opportunities lo modify our claims arid 
specifications. Our application deserves speedy processing, especially after you granted 
the petition of my father, the 86-year-old major inventor, 4l to make special" on Oct. 29, 
2003 under the provision set forth in M. P. P. 708.02, IV 

2. If we decide to make some changes as you suggested for your further processing of our 
application, it does not mean we will not pursue the tremendous damages caused by the 
intentional and "illegal 11 abandonment of your normal process over the pas! two years. 
The US Patent law (overview) specifically emphasizes the importance of timeliness in 
patent application, "Patents grant an inventor the right to exclude others from producing 
or using the inventors discovery or invention for a limited period of time . U.S. patent 
laws were enacted by Congress under its Constitutional grant of authority to protect the 
discoveries of inventors. See U.S. Constitut ion. Art icle /, Se ction A More specifically, '.he 
law states, " Patents were normally issued for a non-rene wable ncnod _qfsc\^nteeij 

thg_gL!I!ggded pro vision (w hich took effect June 8, 19951 the tern) will be twenty jrears 
m easured from t he d ate of ap plication. In order to b e patCMtj^anj^ 
u seful and no t of an obv ious nature See $§..lQJsJi}3jif. '/ >'//<.' A? 

3. We cannot cancel Claim 7. 8, and 9 to reduce the value of our patent for the lb!!ov\ ing 
reasons: a) our patent belongs to utility patents issued lor P wr genera! types of 



3736 I0 m Ave. Apt. 21 1 
New York, NY 10034 
Plume A Fax: 212-567-2713 
Cell Phone. M(>-82fi-W30 



\ 



inventions/discoveries: machines, human made products, compositions of matter, and 
processing methods. See 10 1 of Title 35. More specifically, the value of our patent lies 
in the composition of matter or ingredients of the health pills and liquid additive, as well 
as in the processing methods or the prescription, preparation, and use of liquid additive 
and health pills. See Table I and Table 2 as you named. The components of the health 
pills and the liquid additive are interactive and supplemental to each other. Therefore, 
these components are inseparable from each other to form the unity of our patent and to 
render the value of our patent - health enhancement through reduced toxins, strengthened 
immunity and smoking cessation; 2) we revised our claims in accordance with your 
advice and your office passed our amended version of claims in 2005. See our amended 
claims dated July 20, 2005\ 3) our patent with the same claims was approved in China in 
2005, which professionally proved our success in application. See copy of patent 
certification issued in ( lima. 

The following is our response to your specific suggestions or messages: 

A. Please use our major inventor's name (Dehou Fei) on your future mails, not only 
because it was based on the major inventor's age that you granted the petition to 
"make it special" in 2003, but also because inventors are different in their 
contribution to this project andin our distribution of patent sale value. 

B. We can only secure the signatures of inventors in this country if we need to submit 
this amended version as soon as you requested. What is the deadline for filing a 
supplemental declaration that has the fifth inventor's signature? 

C. The proprietary names are for convenience in identifying health pills, but we car. 
remove the names as you suggested. 

D. The mark * is to indicate the ingredients that also serve the function of addiction 
elimination. In the original version of the Specification, there is a footnote to illustrate 
the function of the mark *. Should we add a similar footnote to the amended claims? 

E. The certified copy of the Chinese priority application contains only one page. Wc do 
not fully understand the document you refer to in the letter. 

F We knew the existence of registered patent attorney or agent from the very beginning 
of our application. However, limited by our budget, we had to apply lor patent 
ourselves. Since we were informed that we had passed your examination by 
amending our first version of application in accordance with your examiner's 
suggestions in 2005, we, at this point, see no necessity to hire an attorney on the 
almost finished application.. 

G. We are not sure of the content of the four pages of Appendix 2. Could you remind us 
of the content of the four pages? 

H. We agree to make some changes on page 7, 1 3- 1 5, 1 9, and 2 ! as you suggested. 
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Please send us your advice or feedback as soon as possible. Let's unite under the law to 
protect the interest of the United States and of patent applicants. Please feel free to 
contact us at the address above if you have any questions or need further information. 
Thank you. 

Zerely, ^ < 
H'loTu 
ou Fei, Major Inventor (written by Faye Zhengxing, Ph.D.) 
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Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 



Application N r 

I 

10/681,103 



Examiner 

JOHN PAK 



Applicants 
FEIETAL 



Art Unit 
1616 



All Participants: 

(1) JohnPak . 

(2) Fay Zhengxing . 

Date of Interview: 7 June 2007 

Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant 




Status of Application: Now UnderFihal Rejection 

(3) Dehou Fei (via fax communication, see below) 

(4) 

Time: 



□ Applicant's representative) 



Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: £3 Yes □ No 

If Yes, provide a brief description: Ms. Zhengxing and Mr. Fei responded to the Examiner's earlier fax 
communication via fax. A follow-up telephone conversation was also conducted between the Examiner and Ms. 
Zhengxing. A copy of applicant's fax of 6/7/2007 is attached hereto. 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 



Claims discussed: 

See applicant's fax, attached hereto. 

Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

Kl It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



(Examipfef/SPE Signature) (Applicant/Applicants Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Application/Control Number: 1 0/681 ,1 03 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1616 

This Office action is in response to applicant's reply of 4/20/2007. Claims 1-4 
have been canceled and claims 5-9 have been added. 

Applicant is advised that this Office action is being made non-final. The 
Examiner stated during a telephone interview (see Interview Summary record of 
6/7/2007) that this Office action would be made Final. Upon reconsideration, in view of 
the restriction requirement of record, it is believed that Finality would have been 
premature. 

Applicant's election with traverse of the invention of Group III in the reply filed on 
4/20/2007 is acknowledged. It is noted that Group Mil, as exactly set forth in the 
restriction requirement of 6/21/2005, is as follows: 

III. Claim 3, drawn to 'Preventing more diseases and strengthening health 
more effectively: This health pill ..." It is noted that myriad diseases such 
as cancer, cardiovascular diseases and respiratory diseases are 
encompassed herein. This invention is classified in multiple subclasses in 
classes 424 and 51 4, depending onJtejchCTngcal structure of th e 
component in gredients. ■• 

Although claim 3 has been canceled due to multiple informalities (e.g. contains 3 
sentences), the health pill is now claimed in new claims 5-6. Therefore, applicant's 
election is directed to Group III, claims 5-6. 
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The traversal is on the ground(s) that the liquid additive and the health pill are 
inseparable and interactive in rendering their functions. This is not found persuasive 
because of the following reasons. 

(1) The health pill and liquid additive are claimed separately. See claims 5-6 
(health pill) and claim 7 (liquid additive). There is nothing indicated in those claims that 
require a combination of ^hejiealth^ill v andjiq additive. Pro se applicant is advised 
that it is the claims that get examined for patentability, not some unstated and/or 
unclaimed belief held by applicant. 

(2) As currently and formerly claimed, the health pill and the liquid additive 



contain materially different ingredients. Some of the differences are noted below: 



Content 


Health Pill (elected) 


Liquid Additive (non-elected) 


Cerium dioxide 


No 


Yes 


Sulfuric acid 


No 


Yes 


Hydrogen peroxide 


No 


Yes 


Potassium permanganate 


No 


Yes 


Cupric sulfate 


No 


Yes 


Cupric oxide 


No 


Yes 


Activated Manganese 
dioxide 


No 


Yes 


Vitamin E 


Yes 


No 


Vitamin A 


Yes 


No 


BHT 


Yes 


No 


Riboflavin 


Yes 


No 


Nicotinic acid 


Yes 


No 


Pyridoxine hydrochloride 


Yes 


No 
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Art Unit: 1616 

Therefore, as claimed by applicant originally and currently, the health pill and liquid 
additive are directed to independent and distinct inventions. The restriction between the 
two inventions is therefore proper. 

(3) It is recognized that one aspect of applicant's invention is that the liquid 
additive and the health pill can work together to produce beneficial results. However, 
what applicant fails to appreciate is that the instant specification and claims have been 
written so that another aspect of the invention can be that the liquid additive and the 
health pill can be stand-alone inventions. 

Assume that a hypothetical inventor invented a car with a novel and unobvious 
car engine and a novel and unobvious brake system. Suppose the hypothetical 
inventor filed a patent application in which a car is disclosed with the invention engine 
and invention brake system, but also suppose that patent application claims were filed 
with separate claims to the engine and separate claims to the brake system. In such a 
situation, since the engine and the brake system are not being claimed in one single 
claim together and there is nothing preventing the engine and brake system from being 
separately used, they can and would be considered separate inventions, which 
separate inventions are subject to a restriction requirement. 

Applicant's situation here is anajogous^ It is applicant who presented claims, 
originally and currently, wherein the liquid additive and health pill are separately and 
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Application/Control Number. 1 0/681 , 1 03 Page 5 

Art Unit: 1616 

claimed 1 . Further, a health pill (elected invention) containing ingredients such as 
riboflavin, selenium and vitamins A, B 6 and E would be expected by the skiHed artisan to 
have its own separate use, i.e. it does not necessarily require the use of the liquid pill in 
order to have^some_ofjts^ is sufficient to consider the health pill 

separately from the liquid additive under the facts of this case. 

It is noted in this regard that the liquid additive claim 7 depends on the health pill 
claim 5. However, this is an improper claim dependency because those are two 
different compositions. 

(4) As for claims 8 and 9, these claims are method claims that have absolutely no 

" — s> 

relationship between the health pill or the liquid additive of claims 5-7. In other words, 
claims 8 and 9 do not require the particulars of claims 5, 6 or 7. Therefore, the 
inventions of claims 8 and 9 are unrelated inventions and the unrelated inventions are 
properly restricted from the health pill and liquid additive inventions. 

For these reasons, the requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made 
FINAL. Accordingly, claims 7-9 are withdrawn from further consideration. Claims 5-6 
will presently be examined. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U:S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 

1 1t is recognized that original claim 1 was drawn to a "liquid additive and a supplementary pill" but that 
claim did not specify any ingredients. As such, the invention of original claim 1 was independent and 
distinct from the inventions of original claims 2, 3 and 4. 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
.setjor jh the be st_mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains s ubject matter which was not 
described in the specificati on in suc h a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 

*— ^ ■ ' ~ " 

the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
ofthe^ajme^jnvejijion 

New claim 5 recites "(ACA-1 -4 2A) B . This specific terminology was never before 

described in the originally filed disclosure. In view of the fact that applicant seems to 
associate certain meanings behind such product names, the new terminology is 
deemed to constitute new matter, which fails to find adequate writ! n descriptive 
support from the originally filed disclosure. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specificatioo^halUiooclu^ out a - d dist ' nct| y 

cTaimingThesubject ma»eTvAvai^§^BE ^'^ regard^ aj his invention. 

Claims 5-6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the^SiJbjectjiiaiieijfl^^ 
regardsasj he inv ention. 

(1) The term "(ACA-1 -4 2A)" is confusing. No person skilled in the art would 

recognize what this term means. 
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(2) The parenthetical phrase, "(for 100 gram of tobacco, about 20 cigarettes x 
6 .667 pac ks}" is_conJusing i Keeping in mind that the independent claim 5 is claimed as 
"A health pill," it is confusing to further recite such parenthetical phrase. 

It cannot be understood whether said parenthetical phrase means that the health 
pill is good for protective effects against 100 grams of tobacco or whether the health pill 
ingredients are to be divided up into mumpjej^for ttie numbers of cigarettes that 
would contain 100 grams of tobacco. 1 

If applicant intends that the ingredients and the amounts listed in the claims are 
meant to make, for example 4 pills, then such critical information should be expressly 
recitedjn^he^^ the claim language modified to incorporate s^jchjnven«ye_ 
concept. 

Also, "20 cigarettes x 6.667 packs" is a vague and imprecise terminology. It 
could mean 6.667 packs of cigarettes, each pack containing 20 cigarettes, but the 
language does not make it so clear. 

(3) The " * " marks next to some of the ingredients in claims 5 and 6 render the 
claims indefinite. If applicant intends that ingredients with the * mark are to be 
considered to have certain properties, then applicant should positively reciteJhaUr^ 
claims (without raising additional claim language problems). 

(4) There should be an "and" after "Nicotinic acid" in claim 5. 
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Application/Control Number: 10/681 ,103 Pa 9 e 8 

Art Unit: 1616 

(5) In claim 6, it is confusing to refer to the health pill of claim 5 and immediately 
thereafter recite a different product name, "(ACA-1 04 2B)." 

The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because the fifth inventor did not sign and 
date the oath. 

Applicant is advised to amend the specification as discussed in the Examiner's 
fax communication of 5/31/2007, which is incorporated herein by reference. 

Applicant asked several questions in the fax of 6/7/2007 (see the Interview 
Summary record of 6/7/2007). Here are answers to applicant's questions that have not 
yet been addressed above. 

(1) The deadline for filing a supplemental declaration with the fifth inventor's 
signature (and date of execution) is the time period for reply to this Office action. 

(2) Footnotes cannot be part of any patent application claim language. 
Parenthetical information should also be avoided since all claim features must be 
positively recited. 
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Art Unit: 1616 

(3) The content of the four pages of Appendix 2 should be in applicant's 
possession since these are pages from applicant's own specification. In the records 
before the USPTO, the four pages of Appendix 2 appear between pages 20 and 21 of 
the originally filed specification. Said four pages are in the Chinese language or contain 
English reference to tests disclosed in the Chinese language. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to JOHN PAK whose telephone number is (571)272-0620. 
The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
SPE, Johann Richter, can be reached on (571)272-0646. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is (571)273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571)272- 
1600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). 




Primary Examiner 
Technology Center 1600 



Att-& 



7/13/07 
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Deal- Mayor Bloomberg: 

No matter how many times I reported to you about the poisoning of my family 
and the pollution of our environment, the federal biochemical terror is still going on. 
Last night the toxic gas was pumped into my home to cause more pain in my back and 
lymph nodes. My father has to sleep on my sister's couch to survive. I am writing this 
letter outside in the park of this community. Since I have to keep the door and 
windows open to survive, the toxic gas is coming into the whole building and this 
community, including the kindergarten downstairs. The residents need to be alarmed 
of the biochemical terror. 

Last month one spe&ialist Christopher Haas came from Environmental 
Compliance under NYCDEP to collect the air sample from the 8-foot-long crack on 
our wall. This crack was left by the toxic gas pumped into our home under high 
pressure. He told us it only took a few days to issue the test report. On June 27, 2007 
two specialists from the same department V. Tiglao and J. Goldis came to collect the 
water sample from our kitchen. They told me it took a few days to issue the test report. 
But we never received any reports. I was informed that in fact both reports proved the 
high pollution in our home and the federal agents suppressed the truth as they did last 
year. Since we have been living under close but illegal surveillance for years, the 
federal abused power could obstruct justice any time and through all channels. Since 1 
have informed you of the reason why I have been the target of killing, I am only 
focusing on the on-going biochemical terror. 

Would you please urge NYCDEP to issue the true test reports to us and to the 
people in this community? We want to see your "Green Plan" to be carried out not 
only in this city but also in this country. It is so important that people need to take 
precaution and they need to protect their environment and homes. Our next door 
neighbor John Phillips in Apt. 2G died from liver disease not long ago, because he 
was not aware of the poison in our running water. My father, a non-smoker, was 
diagnosed with lung cancer after he was poisoned by the federal poison - dioxin. 
Please protect our children in the kindergarten!!! Please urge NYC Housing Authority 
to find us a clean place to live while they clean up our home. The feds should pay for 
our living at an inexpensive motel or hotel. 

Please forward this letter to Senate/House Homeland Security Committee, the 
White House and Department of Justice. Please ask the authority to track down to the 
specific federal terrorist who has been directing the poisoning and pollution and have 
him prosecuted. Otherwise it is not fair to the majority of federal employees who have 
been standing by the law, protecting our lives and our environment. We need the rule 
of law!!! Thank you for taking actions immediately to make this world a better place 
to live!!! 




.... • tS' .i^^f? 
' Faye Zhengxing. Ph.D. 
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7/19/07 3736 10 th Ave. Apt. 2H 

New York, NY 10034 
Phone & Fax: 212-567-2713 
Cell Phone: 646-826-9930 

Dear Mayor Bloomberg: 

Thank you very much for your attention to and actions on the federal biochemical 
terror I reported to you yesterday. Some NYPD officers talked to me for their future 
investigations and showed their concern. Though the toxic gas is not as visible as the 
steam burst we saw yesterday in NYC, it made me dizzy and caused pain all over my 
body. It was going to harm more innocent people in the whole building, especially the 
children in the kindergarten downstairs. To avoid being poisoned, 1 have been living 
like a homeless, roaming around on the street or staying in the public library. Now I 
am trying to finish this letter in the community park before my lap top runs out of its 
battery. 

Please understand the huge crisis in our lives: After my mother died from federal 
persecution in 2004, my father was also poisoned by dioxin and was diagnosed with 
lung cancer in 2005. As he was hospitalized in China and could not come back as he 
had planned, he lost his Supplemental Social Income (SSI) and also his medical 
insurance when he needs it the most. According to Social Security Administration's 
regulation, after he came back to US and after living in this country for 30 
consecutive days, he should be able to reapply for SSI, but his reapplication was 
denied without any reason. My father's initial SSI was approved on the legal ground 
that he.came to the US before Aug. 22, 1996 and also based on his age (over 65), his 
disability and his legal status (a permanent resident). 

Since this $ 700 SSI is the only income for my father's survival and his medical 
insurance is based on his SSI, we have to turn to you for help. Recently a caseworker 
Ludmila Dvorin from Adult Protective Services visited us and promised to help us out. 
She now told me another caseworker Florence Oyedeji is working on my father's case. 
I left messages for Florence twice, but she never called us back. I suspect the 
manipulation by a US attorney David Cohen who has been directing the surveillance 
and poisoning of my family for his own gain. Since he has been trying all means to 
force me to promise him a commission from the compensation ($90 million) President 
Bush approved to settle my legal case as a non-prosecution plea deal, he is abusing his 
power to make our life as miserable as possible. He believes poverty and poison ill 
bring us to our knees. He even gave me the hint that he could hold the relief as long as 
he wants, though he knows he is committing a serious crime since Title 18, part 1, 
chapter 13 § 246 states," Whoever directly or indirectly deprives, attempts to deprive, 
or threatens to deprive any person of any employment, position, work, compensation, 
or other benefit provided for or made possible in whole or in part by any Act of 
Congress appropriating funds for work relief or relief purposes, on account of 
political affiliation! race, color, sex, religion, or national origin, shall be fined under 



this title, or imprisoned not more than one year, or both." 

1 will be most grateful if vou could contact Ms. Florence Ovedeii (at 212-971-2775) 
or her supervisor fat 212-971-2862) of Adult Protective Services for their attention to 
our crisis in survival. They should be able to save my father's life by pushing his SSI 
and medical insurance approved. 

Since specialists of NYC Department of Environmental Protection at 718-595-4664 
(90-05 Horace Harding Expressway, 1 st Floor, Low Rise, Elmhurst, NY 11368) 
Christopher Haas, V. Tiglao and J. Goldis came to collect the air and water sample 
from our home at the address above, they should have the test reports to prove the 
poison and pollution at our home. Please urge NYCDEP to issue the truth to us and to 
the people in this community. . Please urge Attorney General of New York to prosecute 
the federal criminals to save our lives and our environment. NOBODY IS ABOVE 
THE LAW! 

Would you please also urge NYCDEP and NYC Housing Authority to cooperate in 
cleaning up our highly polluted home? The polluted water is affecting the whole; 
environment and the toxic gas will stay in the wall and fabric of our home for a long 
time. No matter who is going to live in this home, it needs to be cleaned up. Could 
you ask NYCHA to find a temporary clean place for us to survive? If nothing is 
available, is it possible the city government may find an inexpensive hotel or motel 
for our survival while our home is being cleaned up? The federal government should 
foot the bill for our lost income and increased living cost, let alone the tremendous 
mental anguish and psychological trauma. 

As a responsible US citizen and a NYC resident, I have been trying my best not to 
increase the burden on the city. Though I have had no income for almost 6 years after 
the federal unlawful termination and wrongful label of "independent contractor," I 
have been living on my own without having any welfare benefits. The US Supreme 
Court's Riling should have rendered me justice in 2005, but Department of Justice has 
been concealing the ruling to obstruct justice and to increase the damages. The relief 
approved by President Bush was sent abroad several times, but not a penny of justice 
has been sent to the victim or the plaintive. Therefore, I will be very much 
a ppreciative if you can urge Attorney General or President Bush to issue the relief 
directly to me to settle my case and wipe out the poison and pollution completely. 

If you need further information, please feel free to contact me at the address above. 
Thank you again for making this city "green'' and our prospects "rosy." I will be 
looking forward to hearing from you. 




Faye Zhengxing, Ph.D. 




United St, .js Patent and Trademark Office' 
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APT. 2H 

3736 10TH AVE. 

NEW YORK NY 10034 

In re Application of 
Dehou Fei et al 

Serial No.: 10/681,103 : PETITION DECISION 

Filed: October 9, 2003 
Attorney Docket No. : 



This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.144, filed August 6, 2007, requesting 
withdrawal of an improper restriction requirement. 



BACKGROUND 

A review of the file history shows that this application was filed under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 1 on 
September 29, 2004, and contained claims 1-4. Subsequent to acceptance of the application a 
petition to make the application special in view of the age of at least one of the inventors was 
filed and granted on March 30, 2005. Shortly thereafter in a first Office action, mailed June 21, 
2005, the examiner assigned to the application required restriction between the inventions 
claimed by setting forth 4 groups of invention, as follows: 

Group I, claim 1, drawn to a liquid additive and supplementary health pill; 
Group II, claim 2, drawn to a method of reducing toxicity by applying a liquid additive to 
tobacco; 

Group III. claim 3, drawn to preventing diseases utilizing a health pill; and 
Group IV, claim 4, drawn to eliminating addiction safely and effectively. 

The examiner expressed a number of reasons for requiring restriction including distinctness of 
each invention from the other and burden on the Office to examine all inventions in the same 
application. (That is to say that the inventions, while somewhat related to each other, would 
require different searches, search techniques and patentability considerations.) 

Following a telephonic interview on or about July 8, 2005, applicants replied on July 1 1, 2005, 
electing Group III and presenting a new claim 5 which was in reality five new claims under a 
heading of "Claim 5". Applicants did not specifically or formally traverse the restriction 
requirement at this time. 
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A Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment was mailed to applicants on August 2, 2005, to which 
reply was made on August 24, 2005. A second Notice of Non-Compliant amendment was 
mailed to applicants on August 31, 2005, but was eventually withdrawn on March 29, 2007, and 
ajniscella^ sent to applicants to show how the claims should be properly written. 

Appficai^ m jtc^p^l^amendment on ApriljO, 2007. 

The examiner mailed a new Office action to applicants on June 15, 2007. In view of applicants' 
election of claim 3 of the original claims, which was now ^aogelgd, the examiner considered 
claims 5-6 which correspond to original claim 3 as the elected claims. The examiner again 
explained the reasons for restriction in detail and made the requirement for restriction Fingl. The 
examiner then rejected claims 5 and 6 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, for lack of written 
description in the specification, and under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as indefinite, giving 
reasons therefore. The examiner also conducted extensive telephone interviews with applicants 
on May 3 1, and June 7, 2007, i n preparation for issuing the Office action. 

Subsequent to the mailing of the Office action the examiner conducted additional telephonic 
interviews with applicants on July 1 1, and August 1, 2007 to give applicants further guidance in 
prosecuting their application. 

On August 6, 2007, applicants filed this petition consisting of lO pages with 80 pages of V!. 
attachments, mostly copies of application papers already on file. 

DISCUSSION 

As noted, the petition is extensive and is directed to the propriety of the restriction requirement 
set forth by the examiner, but includes a great deal of material and argument which is not 
pertinent to the question of whether the requirement for restriction is proper. As applicants are 
prosecuting their own application some latitude with conformance to the rules of prosecution is 
permitted. However, it would be in applicants' best interests to employ the services of a patent 
attorney or agent to assist in the prosecution of this application and to minimize the delays 
occasioned by the Office mailing of Notices of Non-Compliance in the future. 

A review of the restriction requirement set forth by the examiner with respect to claims 1-4 and 
now applied to claims 5-9, shows that it is proper and in accordance with the rules of prosecution 
of patent applications. Applicants' arguments have been considered carefully, however they are 
not J2ersuasjxe of error on the examiner's part. A review of applicants two independent 
composition claims, currently claims 5 and 7 shows that the compositions have only one (of 
about ten) component in common, the cyclodextrin. Thus the compositions are two separate 
compositions of matter each of which may be separably patentable. Thus they are properly 
examined separately in two different applications since the Patent Statute (Law) strongly 
suggests and has been interpreted as limiting each patent to one invention. Further, the two 
method claims, current claims 8 and 9, are considered a different statutory class of invention 
from compositions and are properly restricted from applications claiming compositions. Jt is 
frequgntlyjh g case t hatthe inventjon^of a novel coi^oundor^omposition of ma fter also 
involves ajiPvej (andseparatel^ 

or con^ilifirL- Applicants even quote 35 U.S.C. 101 as part of their argument which states: 
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"Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor," meaning that any new or useful process or machine or manufacture or composition of 
matter may be the subject of a (one) patent. That does not mean that a combination of these 
types of invention may all be the subject of the same patent. 

For the above reasons the restriction requirement is considered proper and will not be withdrawn. 
DECISION 

The petition is DENIED for the reasons set forth above. 

Applicants remain under obligation to reply to the Office action mailed June 15, 2007, 
within the time period set therein or as extended under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The Tiling of a 
petition is not considered a repl y to the Office action. 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

Applicants make a number of comments ancillary to the petition of the restriction requirement 
which it is thought should be addressed. For instance applicants appear to be of the; belief that a 
telephone conversation with an unnamed Office employee shortly after the application was filed 
was an indication that the application would issue as a patent. What in all likelihood happened is 
that after filing the application applicants talked with an individual who indicated that the 
application had been received and had been initially reviewed for compliance with the applicable 
filing requirements and had met them and that the application was, therefore, ready for 
examination by a qualified examiner. No indication was given or should have been assumed that 
the application was ready to be issued as a patent. It is regretted that applicants misunderstood 
what was communicated to them at that time. 

Applicants appear to believe that this application was at some time abandoned. No Notice of 
Abandonmen t was ever mailed to applicants, thus no abandonment of the application has ever 
taken place .^Prosecution of this application, which was a dvanced o ut of turn due the granting of 
a petition to make special, has proceded in a normal manner along with the prosecution of 
approximately 1,000,000 other pending applications. Unfortunately, due to the large number of 
active applications, prosecution within the Office is sometimes slowed by this and other factors. 
It is noted that the examiner of this application has tried to assist applicants as much as possible 
as evidenced by the numerous telephone interviews. In view of this, it is again urged that 
applicants strongly consider consultation with, or employment of, a registered patent attorney or 
agent in order to bring prosecution of this application to a conclusion. 

Applicants also make allegations that the actions of this agency have or can be influenced by 
other agencies (such as Department of Justice). Nothing could be further from the truth. This 
agency administers the Patent Laws, Title 35 U.S.C., and the agency is jndependen t of any other 
agency of the government. The Patent Laws set forth the specific criteria for granting of a patent 
and the agency issues more than 100,000 patents each year which meet these criteria. 
Applications which do not meet these criteria do not issue as patents. Nor can congressional 



influence cause the issuance of a patent which does not meet these criteria. Employees of the 
Office must meet and maintain the highest ethical standards as do any attorneys or agents who 
desire to practice before the Office. Thus any allegations of wrong-doing or impropriety are 
without mjrit. 

Should there be any questions about this decision please contact William R. Dixon, Jr., by letter 
addressed to Director, TC 1600, at the address listed above, or by telephone at 571-272-0519 or 
by facsimile sent to the general Office facsimile number, 571-273-8300. 




Director, Technology Center 1600 



AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS 



Application/Control Number: 10/681, 103 April 1 5, 2007. 

Examiner: John Pak Art Unit: 1616 

In response to the Restriction requiremen t of June 21. 2005. 1 elect Group 111- 
enhancin g smokers' health - as the invention for this application . 
Since the essence of this invention is to strengthen smokers' health through three 
channels -- reducing the toxicity .in tobacco smoke, offering extra nutrition to enhance the 
immunity of smokers, and eliminating the addiction in smokers' brains - and since the 
component ingredients in the liquid additive and the health pills are inseparable and 
interactive in rendering their functions, it is appropriate to choose Group 3 to demonstrate 
the fundamental thrust of this invention and regard other original claims as indispensable 
and supplemental compositions to Group 3. For instance, the health pill will not achieve 
the effect calculated in this invention without reducing the toxicity in the tobacco smoke 
to the extent designed. Another example is the benefit expressed in the original Claim 4 
"eliminating addiction safely and effectively" which relies on nothing independent but on 
the component ingredients in both the liquid additive and the health pills. In other words, 
it is impossible to achieve the patentable novelty without the claims on both products. 



IN THE CLAIMS : 

Claim 1-4 (canceled) 

Claim 5. (New) A health pill to prevent smoking related diseases and to eliminate 
addiction comprising: 

0.2-14.6 mg of Sodium selenite 

3.5-67 ml of B-cyclodextrin (1.85%) 

0.2-10 g of *Vitamin E 

3-35 mg of * Vitamin A 

BHT, 0. 15% of the weight of health pill 

7-200 mg of Riboflavin 

7-2000 mg of *Nicotinic acid, and 

33-2000 mg oPPyridoxine hydrochloride 
Claim 6. (New) The use of health pill comprising 0.07-6g of * Ascorbic acid to avoid 
mixing with sodium and riboflavin. 

Claim 7. (New) A liquid additive supplemental to claim 5, comprising (for 100 grams 

of tobacco): 

0.7-1 5ml ofTween-80 

50-100 ml of Hot water (55-60°C) 

7-134mg of Cerium dioxide 

0.2-10 mi of Suifurioacid (5%-20%) V/V 

0.4-8mg of Selenium dioxide 

0. 1- 4 g of B-cyclodextrin 
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30-600 ml of Hydrogen peroxide (3% or 6%) 

15-150 mg of Potassium permanganate 

45-400 mg of*Cupric Sulfate 

20-270 mg of Cupric Oxide 

1 0- 1 00 mg of Activated Manganese dioxide 

Claim 8. (New) A method for resuming the activity of glut athione peroxidase (GSH- 
PX) by applying a co-enzyme to guarantee its unfailing effect. 
Claim 9. (New) A method for eliminating smoker's addiction by reducing dopamine 
and glutamic acid in the human brain. 
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SPECIFICATION n 

TITLE OF INVENTION: 

Preparations for Cigarette Toxicity Reduction, Health Enhancement, and 
Addiction Elimination 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATIONS: 
Not Applicable 

STATEMENT REGARDING FEDERALLY SPONSORED RESEARCH OR 
DEVELOPMENT: 

Not Applicable 

REFERENCE TO SEQUENCE LISTING, A TABLE, OR A COMPUTER PROGRAM 
LISTING COMPACT DISC APPENDIX: 

Not Applicable 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION: 

This invention is grounded in biochemistry, medicine, pharmacy, nutriology and 
other related fields 

Presently, about 28 percent of men and 24 percent of women are smoking in the 
United States. Twenty-five percent of pregnant women who smoke quit during pregnancy; 
yet 80 percent resume smoking after childbirth. Tobacco smoking is responsible for 1 of 
every 5 deaths and is the most common cause of cancer-related deaths in this country (1). 

Internationally, about 1.1 billion people smoke. Smoking is especially prevalent in 
developing countries and is continuing to increase. The health consequences of this 
addiction are severe. Children smoke 1.1 billion packs of cigarettes yearly, which accounts 
for more than $200 billion in future health care costs (1). 

Over the past 30 years, the health communities at home and abroad have been 
working continuously to reduce the toxicity of tobacco smoke and assist smoking 
cessation. Some inventions did come out, but the effects were not comparable with the 
widespread harm of smoking. Our thorough searches throughout the world have shed 
light on the following issues: 1) Many inventions were limited to only reducing the 
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toxicity of one or a few harmful chemicals. They provide no good solutions to the 
pressing problems caused by smoking; 2) some partially or completely depending on 
plants or herbs, even if effective, are not stable in their properties or have no secured 
sources of raw material for mass production and marketing. Recently the European Union 
drafted a bill to strictly control the import of plants. It will strike a heavy blow to those 
inventions when the law becomes effective not only in Europe but also in other countries; 
3) some popular nicotine replacement products such as patches, chewing pieces, nasal 
sprays, inhalers and tobacco-infused drink are dangerous, because they only increase the 
intake of nicotine, a major causative factor of cancer, cardiovascular disease, respiratory 
illnesses and other diseases. As we know, nicotine releases a great deal of dopamine and 
glutamic acid in the brain. It is these two substances that caused addiction (including 
addiction to drugs). No wonder the mass media questioned the effect of using nicotine 
replacement products; 4) another challenge is an opinion in the legal battle against the 
tobacco industry that some "light" or "safe" cigarettes are deceptive, because people 
smoking such brands are likely to inhale more deeply and smoke more cigarettes to 
satiate their nicotine fix (2). This point of view only illustrates that toxicity reduction 
must be supported by gradual elimination of addiction to nicotine. 

In view of the situation stated above and in answer to the call on banning tobacco 
from the World Health Organization, we are applying for a patent for our invention with 
the confidence that our additive will satisfy the health community, smokers, the tobacco 
industry, the government, or the whole society, because of its comprehensive multi- 
functions — reducing the toxicity in cigarettes, enhancing the health of smokers, and 
eventually eliminating the addiction. This is a scientific, safe, and effective invention 
based on our over 20 years of studies and experiments in medical science, biochemistry 
and other related subjects. 

Over the past 20 years, we have studied a great deal of information in related 
fields through various books, journals, and internet. We especially referred ourselves to 
the sources in the "References" attached to following Detailed Description of the 
Invention. 

BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION: 
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This invention consists of two parts — a liquid additive and a supplementary 
health pill for tobacco industry and health communities to solve smoking related physical, 
social and psychological problems. This invention, proved unprecedented by our 
thorough search throughout the world, performs three major functions - toxicity 
reduction, health enhancement, and addiction elimination. The ingredients of the liquid 
additive and health pills are all within the scope of FDA's "Conventional Foods and 
Dietary Supplements." 

The liquid additive put into the cut tobacco in the process of cigarette production 
to reduce the toxins in cigarette smoke is called "ACA- 104-1 and the health pills 
enclosed in the cigarette pack to prevent smokers from getting almost all smoking related 
diseases are called "ACA104-2A and ACA104-2B". For a pharmaceutical reason, those 
ingredients designed for smoke cessation are conveniently included in either ACA- 104-1 
orACA-104-2A/B. - 

The major advantages of this invention are as follows: 

1. The liquid additive will effectively reduce or dissolve the toxins in more 
chemicals in tobacco smoke and by a bigger margin: 

Among the 4000-odd compounds in tobacco smoke, forty are harmful to the 
human body. The seven most hazardous chemicals, however, are tar, nicotine 
(including its derivatives), carbon monoxide, nitric oxide compound, cyanhydric 
acid, radioactive material, and heavy metals such as cadmium, mercury, and 
arsenic. 1 For instance, our liquid additive will reduce the toxicity in tar by 75%- 
85%, 25% more reduction than that in a well-known brand of light cigarettes; 
some ingredients in the health pill will dissolve almost completely the 
carcinogenic polyene hydrocarbon epoxides left in the rest of tar. This liquid 
additive will also reduce nicotine by 90% to 97% and change it into nicotinic acid 
(VB3). This is a great creative step with respect to the toxicity reduction in 



1 . See Imperial Cancer Research Fund web site: "The Safer Cigarettes: what the Tobacco Industry Could 
Do... and Why It hasn't done It," March 3, 1999. 
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cigarettes. Moreover, our health pill will also dissolve the toxicity in nitrosamine, 
a potent carcinogen before or after it is formed in the human body. 

2. Our health pill will effectively prevent almost all kinds of smoking related 
diseases : 

In selecting the ingredients for the health pill, we referred ourselves to a great deal 
of data drawn from all kinds of experiments, studies or clinic researches, as well 
as to our own experiences. Under the guidance of the theory of free radical, we 
based our selections on the effect of these ingredients on human cells and genes, 
on human nutrition levels,- on strengthening the immune system, and on related 
clinic results. To ensure the unfailing effect of the health pill, we creatively 
adopted a co-enzyme to revitalize those oxidized ingredients and resume their 
important activity in preventing diseases. 

In packaging, we enclosed the health pills in the cigarette pack for consumers to 
take in the anti-smoking ingredients in the right time and right dosage. 

3. Our invention will eventually facilitate smoking cessation. 

Since nicotine releases a great deal of dopamine and glutamic acid in the brain to 
cause smokers' addiction, our invention includes a set of effective ways to 
appropriately catabolize and inactivate dopamine and glutamic acid through 
transformation of enzymes and other biochemical changes. 

4. Other advantages of this invention: 

a) guaranteed sources of raw materials; b) cost of production is relatively low and 
thus competitive; c) no need to change the major equipment of cigarette 
production; d) though there will be a short-term training for operators and a 
workshop for making health pills, the process of sprinkling liquid additive to the 
tobacco is simple. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL VIEWS OF THE DRAWING: 
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Not Applicable. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION: 

Our invention consists of two parts: 1) a liquid additive spread into the cut tobacco in 
the process of cigarette production to reduce the toxicity (the so-called "AC A- 104-1") in 
tobacco smoke; 2) a supplemental health pills enclosed in the cigarette pack to prevent 
smokers from getting smoking related diseases (the so-called "ACA104-2A and 
ACA104-2B"). These pills will timely provide smokers with sufficient nutrition to reduce 
the toxicity in cigarette smoke and enhance their health. For a pharmaceutical reason, 
those ingredients designed to remove the addiction in smokers are conveniently included 
in either ACA- 104-1 or ACA-104-2A/B. The liquid additive and supplemental health pill 
are interrelated and work in coordination. 

i 

1 . Liquid Additive to Reduce Toxicity in Tobacco Smoke: 

Among the 4000-odd compounds in tobacco smoke, over forty are harmful to the 
human body. The seven most hazardous chemicals, however, are tar, nicotine 
(including its derivatives), carbon monoxide, nitric oxide compound, cyanhydric acid, 
radioactive material, cadmium, mercury, and arsenic. They are regarded as the causes 
of smoking related diseases such as various cancers, cardiovascular disease, 
respiratory diseases, as well as other health problems ~ premature aging, weak 
immunity, tobacco amblyopia, mouth leukoderma, as well as other diseases caused by 
harmful radioactive material in tobacco smoke. 

Is reducing toxicity in tobacco smoke necessary? Some people believe that a "low 
tar 11 read-out on the Federal Trade Commission's automated testing machine does not 
mean the smoker may inhale less harm from the "light" or "safe" cigarettes, because 
the smoker will draw harder to satisfy his/her crave for nicotine. Some experts, 
however, believe that reducing the toxicity in tobacco smoke is still a necessary first 
step since smoking cessation is not a task to be accomplished overnight. It must go 
through a transitional period, during which scientific inventions, social education, 
governmental regulation should all work together. American Medicine Association 
(AMA) once called for removing nicotine from tobacco within 5 to 10 years. AMA 
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pointed out that since tobacco industry knows how to remove nicotine from tobacco 
as how to remove caffeine from coffee, the industry only needs to decide if nicotine 
should be removed all at once or gradually (3). 

The all-or-nothing attitude toward reducing nicotine in cigarettes is not realistic if 
we admit that smokers need a transitional period to gradually get rid of his/her 
addiction. We therefore believe that the willpower to quit smoking should bfi 
supported by an invention to diminish and eventually break the addiction in the 
smoker's brain in the transitional period (We'll discuss this function of our invention 
later). Reasoning along this line, we hold that reducing toxicity including nicotine in 
tobacco smoke is a necessary first step. 

We started detox icating the major seven chemicals in tobacco smoke mainly 
through full oxidization. We found it easy to oxidize tar, carbon monoxide and 
nicotine effectively. It is also a cost-effective way to oxidize nicotine and - 
transforming it into one type of vitamin B (nicotinic acid).With sufficient oxygen, tar 
will greatly lower its content, and the cancer-causing polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons represented by 3, 4 benzo(a)^rene in tar will also decrease. The rest of 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in tar will lose its carcinogenicity when it combines 
with our anti-oxidants in our health pills; carbon monoxide, after oxidization, also 
loses its toxicity after it is changed into carbon dioxide. 

To deal with nitric oxide compound, we used rare earth cerium dioxide as catalyst 

to replace precious metal platinum, thus separating nitrogen and oxygen from nitric 

oxide compound (5). Not only is it effective, it costs only one several thousandth of 

that of platinum; we detoxicated hydrocyanic acid by combining it with cysteine 

contained in the selenium-GSH-PX in our health pill, leaving the dissolved resultant 

to be discharged through human urine or slaver; those hazardous metals such as 

cadmium, mercury and arsenic were counteracted or inactivated by the selenium 

» 

dioxide in our liquid additive (6); we applied the selenium-GSH-PX, the mainstay of 
our anti-oxidant in the health pill, to prevent the radioactive material 210 polonium 
(often found in tobacco) from triggering a lipidic peroxide reaction through free 
radicals. As a result, 210 polonium was detoxicated. 
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Not only do our liquid additive and health pill reduce or inactivate the toxicity in 
the seven major hazardous chemicals in tobacco smoke, they also transform some of 
the hazardous chemicals into healthful vitamins. Similarly, our liquid additive and 
health pill work effectively on carcinogenic compounds such as nitrosamine and 
ammonia in tobacco smoke. Ammonia, after counteracted, will lose its chemical 
irritation. Even after some ammonia enters the human body and raises the level of 
ammonia in blood, the VB6 in our health pill will combine the ammonia with y- 
aminobutyric acid transformed from decarboxylated glutamic acid and the resultant 
urea will be discharged out of the human body (7); nitrosamine can be inactivated by 
the anti-oxidants in the health pill before or after nitrosamine forms in the human 
body. For the preparation for liquid additive, see Table I . 

Eleven years ago, we started.the experiments on toxicity reduction. The Test 
Report by Shanghai Institute for Toxicity Control of Chemical Products proves that 
we reduced tar by 61.02% and nicotine by 81. 18%. With oxidants compound, 
catalysts, and full oxidization when necessary, we currently reduced nicotine by 90- 
97 percent and turned it into nicotinic acid (VB3); we reduced tar by 75 to 85 percent. 
Compared with some well-known "light" cigarettes, our cigarettes had 50 percent less 
nicotine and 25 percent less tar in tobacco smoke. 

Health Pill to Enhance Smokers' Health and Prevent Diseases: 

The components in tobacco smoke are very complicated and complex. They can 
invade all kinds of human systems and organs and cause various diseases. The most 
threatening and common are cancers, cardiovascular diseases and respiratory 
diseases. How to prevent these diseases effectively is our unprecedented challenge. 
The invention of our health pill was inspired by the theory of free radical, which 
states that free radicals are responsible for aging and degeneration of the human as 
well as other species (9). According to this theory, free radicals are the biochemical 
basis for many hazardous diseases such as cancers, cardiovascular disease, 
atherosclerosis, central nervous system, arthritis, muscle atrophy, and congenital 
malformation. With oxygen, free radicals' initiator will oxidize many biochemical 
elements inside and outside human cells. For instance, when the unsaturated fatty acid 



on the cell membrane is oxidized, which is called "lipidic peroxide reaction," and if 
this kind of abnormal biological reaction is very strong, the structure and functions of 
human cells and cell membrane will be impaired, causing c?fviou^1iiochemical 
changes in DNA, RNA and enzymes. As damages vary in different systems, 
metabolic processes, and links, all kinds of biochemical deviations and diseases may 
occur. Free Radical Theory thus led us to believe that we could prevent and treat 
diseases more effectively if we zero in on human cells or molecules -the sources of 
diseases - to repair damages. 

Selenium, a mineral and the major substance of our health pill, can form 
glutathione peroxidase (GSH-PX) in the human body and GSH-PX blocks the lipidic 
peroxide reaction initiated by free radicals. This indicates the important functions of 
selenium compound (pure selenium almost cannot be absorbed) and GSH-PX in the 
process of life such as suppressing peroxidization, cleansing free radicals, resolving 
peroxide, and repairing damaged molecules and cells. In view of the mechanism 
stated above, we centered our anti-oxidant prescription on sodium selenite, aiming at 
repairing the damaged molecules and cells, removing free radicals, resolving peroxide 
- the most fundamental way to prevent and cure diseases. These ingredients, within 
the scope of United States Recommended Dietary Allowance (RDA), will protect the 
structure and functions of cells and cell membranes to keep smokers in good health 
(10). 

Since selenium is a necessary component of GSH-PX, its content is positively 
related to the activity of GSH-PX. So is the content of glutathione to the activity of 
GSH-PX. In the process of reducing the toxic peroxide and turning it into harmless 
hydroxy-compound, GSH-PX changes itself from a reductive GSH to an oxidative 
GSSG. At the same time, GSH-PX also resolves hydrogen peroxide in the human 
body, protecting the structure and functions of cell membranes from the impairment 
and interference by peroxide. Through the same GSH-PX, selenium can arrest the 
lipidic peroxide reaction caused by free radicals. All these functions to inhibit and 
prevent free radicals and their reactions are performed by either enzyme anti-oxidant 
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or non-enzyme anti -oxidant in the human body. Diseases occur only when the 
defensive system is weakened by aging or unhealthy behaviors. 

a. Selenium and Cancers: 

Schrauzer reports that the data from the blood banks in 22 countries indicate that 
the selenium content in blood is in inverse proportion to the mortality rate of cancer 
patients (1 1); related data from 19 states of U.S. offered similar findings; a report 
measuring the selenium intake from diet in 29 countries also found a significant 
inverse relationship between selenium intake and the mortality rate of the people who 
had suffered from colon cancer, prostate cancer, breast cancer, ovary cancer, lung 
cancer, and leukaemia. This report therefore predicts that if the intake of selenium is 
doubled, the mortality rate of cancer patients in the United States and other Western 
countries will remarkably decrease (11); there is an obvious disparity between the 

average selenium content (0.49±0.22 ug/g) in the tobacco grown in the area with high 

selenium soil and that (0.16±0.05ug/g) in the tobacco in the area with low selenium 
soil. While the former area had low tumor incidence, the latter presented high tumor 
incidence (11). 

Various studies over the past 30 years also report that selenium, to some degree, 
checks all kinds of chemical causing cancers (including nitrosamine causing alimentaPY 
canal cancer). When 3ppm selenium was added to the drinking water for animals, it 
was effective on the leukoderma in their mouths and throats to the extent that it took 
two more weeks for cancers to form in the animals drinking water with selenium than 
that in the control group drinking water with no selenium. Two-week difference is 
statistically significant (12); other experiments also provide findings that selenium 
apparently inhibits the growth of spontaneous tumors, planted tumors, and tumors 
initiated by chemicals in different animals (12, 13). 

In addition, selenium can prevent the growth of cancer-causing fungus and lower 
the toxicity of aflatoxin (12, p.8). A Japanese expert at Japan's Center for Cancer 
Studies believes that 60 percent of primary liver cancer incidences were caused by 
smoking and a smoker's liver starts to age 15 years earlier than that of a non-smoker; 
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among lung cancer patients 72 percent are smokers; a smoker consuming 30 
cigarettes daily is three times more likely to get lung cancer than a non-smoker (15). 

After over 10 years of research and experiment, Professor Yu Shuyu at the Tumor 
Studies Institute of China's Medical Science Academy put forth first in the world that 
sodium selenite affects cell's genetic express, recording system, energy metabolism, 
and the structure of cell membrane. He points out that sodium selenite will Reverse the 
proliferation, division and vicious exterior of tumor cells. After treated by selenium, 
the cancer cells external of the human body will decrease its carcinogenicity by 60 
percent. His view is different from most researchers' opinion that to treat cancer is 
only to remove the oxidants and protect cells in the human body (16). Apparently 
Professor Yu has created a new vision in this field. 

Selenium also inhibits the cancers caused by virus. For instance, if rats drank the 
water with 2ppm and 6ppm selenium, their incidence of rat's breast cancer caused by 
external highly carcinogenic rat's breast cancer-causing virus will decrease by 50 to 
80 percent. The tumors on the rats in the experimental group grew more slowly and 
were less vicious than that of the control group. The rats in the experimental group 
also lived longer than their counterparts in the control group (12). 

Some experiments demonstrate that even if selenium was provided outside of a 
rat's intestines, it could still check the growth of cancer cells planted in the rat. 
Experiments on cancer-causing chemicals report that if rats eat the food with 1-2 ppm 
selenium, their cancer incidence will go down by 30 to 40 percent; little rats drinking 
the water with l-2ppm sodium selenite, their tumor incidence will decrease by 70 
percent (12). 

The findings from "Thirty-Eight Cases on Selenium Content in the Hair of 
Leukaemia Patients": the selenium content in the hair of the control group (healthy 
people) is 0.762±0.279; the selenium content in the hair of acute leukaemia patients is 
0.515±0.216, PO.001. This disparity is significant. It shows that these patients had 
long been in the state of low selenium. This finding is also consistent with the clinic 
tests by Yu Daowen and others, which indicate that the selenium contents in the 
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marrow and blood of leukaemia patients are lower than that of the control group. 
Their findings further confirmed other reports that selenium can cure and check 
cancers (including leukaemia). The theory behind the findings is that when selenium 
content is insufficient, the human body tends to be more susceptive to cancer-causing 
factors (17). 

More studies indicate that selenium will stimulate the growth of immuhoglobulin 
and antibody and thus strengthens the human immune system against diseases. An 
experiment proves that the immunoglobulin content in the little rats fed with selenium 
is 20 to 30 times more than that of the control group fed no selenium (21). 

An epidemiologist at the Arizona Cancer Center and a selenium scholar Larry 
Clark tested the anti-cancer effect of selenium additive in human body. Their clinic 
reports state that they collected statistics on 1300 people who took 200ug selenium 
daily for five yeans. Their incidence of lung cancer was reduced by 46 percent, large 
intestine and rectum by 58 percent, prostate cancer by 63 percent. Even if a selenium 
taker is sick from cancer, he or she has 50 percent more chance to survive (18). 

The experiments above and the related data all illustrate the functions of selenium 
to inhibit cancers caused by chemicals, virus, fungus and other hazardous elements, 
its effect on the gene and the immune system, as well as the results of applying 
selenium and GSH-PX to clinic trials. Our studies further prove that with our extra 
adjuvant, the effect of the health pill will multiply. 

b. Selenium-Antioxidant and Cardiovascular Disease: 

The close correlations between selenium and the structure, functions and causes 
of cardiovascular disease have drawn the attention of the world. In the United States, 
Finland and other countries the incidences of coronary heart disease and hypertension 
in the area with high selenium are both lower than that in the area with low selenium 
(19). The same pattern was shown in the incidences of brain thrombus, rheumatic 
heart disease, chronic endocarditis, and the whole body arteriosclerosis. A report from 
Finland also proves that the selenium content in the blood and blood serum of 
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myocardial impaction patients are lower than that of healthy people; selenium is 
effective in treatment of cardiovascular disease (20). 

JFleet points out that selenium and vitamin E are important to the structures and 
functions of myocardial fibrous, arterioles and capillaries of many animals (30). 
Huang Bixia and others report that selenium content affects the activity of the enzyme 
in the microsomes of the liver. It therefore directly affects the catabolism of 
cholesterol in the human body. Lack of selenium will decrease HDL-C, thus lowering 
the ratio of HDL-C to the total quantity of cholesterol. Furthermore, lack of selenium 
will decrease the activity of HDL-C and thus increase the content of lipidic peroxide. 
These are dangerous factors causing coronary atherosclerosis; if cerebral embolism 
occurs, the damage on nerve cells is related to free radicals and to the form of lipidic 
peroxide. Normally brain thrombus patients have lower level of selenium (25). Some 
Finnish medical experts found that taldng the anti-oxidant vi C and vitamin E 
for at least three years will effectively prevent arteriosclerosis, especially the cervical 
vertebra arteriosclerosis, an important factor of stroke, for male smokers. Their 
experiments indicate that the arteriosclerosis level of those patients who took vitamin 
E and vitamin C is only 45 percent of that of those who did not; three quarters of men 
who took vitamin E and vitamin C eased their level of arteriosclerosis (29). 

The studies by Dr. John Ots prove: A smoker's thrombocyte is more likely to 
coagulate, thus prompting the incidence of heart attack and stroke. This is because 
smoker's thrombocyte tends to discharge a sticky material that will block arteries. He 
also believes that VB6 affects the catabolism of fat. Lack of VB6 will cause 
atherosclerosis. The reason for VB6 to prevent thrombus is related to its special 
combination with the albumen on the surface of thrombocyte, its participation in the 
transformation with sugar, amino acid and catabolized enzyme, and its function to 
prevent thrombocyte from coagulating (26). The circle of medical science has 
generally recognized the contribution made by nicotinic acid to cardiovascular 
disease and has made it, with vitamin C or inositol, a patent medicine on the market. 

c. Selenium, Other Anti-Oxidants and Respiratory Diseases: 



12 



( i 

Selenium and other anti-oxidants also have excellent effect on respiratory 
diseases. An expert at Connell University and a Chinese scholar point out that a diet 
rich in anti-oxidants will strengthen lung tiinctions and prevent respiratory diseases 
such as asthma, pulmonary emphysema and chronic bronchitis. The effect of these 
anti-oxidants on the lung has a lot to do with smoking. The experts also state that 
taking in B-carotin with selenium and high dosage anti-oxidants is a very good way to 
prevent cells from damages by hazardous biochemical elements (28). A medical study 
took 1 8, 1 62 adults as their samples to examine the relationship between the 
ingredients (we adopted in our health pill) of their diet and their blood and their lung 
functions in a period of sixyears. The experts found strong evidence to prove, 
through comparing the variables such as gender, age, bodily fat, race, income, and 
smoking or non-smoking behavior, that these ingredients are closely related to these 
adults' lung functions. Their findings also indicate that those natural ingredients in 
food are riot as effective on smokers' lung functions as that of their chemical - — 
counterparts (such as vitmin C and E) on both smokers and non-smokers (28). 

d) Selenium and Other Smoking Related Diseases: 

In addition, this health pill also prevents other smoking related diseases such as 
premature aging, weak immunity, tobacco amblyopia, mouth leukoderma and other 
diseases caused by harmful radioactive material in tobacco smoke. 

e) Our Creative Invention: 

Over the past 30 years selenium and its compound GSH-PX have displayed 
wonderful performances in animal and clinic experiments in various countries, but the 
activity of GSH-PX decreases because of oxidization other factors. Even with the 
supplement of selenium, GSH-PX will not resume its activity due to a series of 
chemical reactions such as oxidization, replacement, resolve, and counteraction. GSH 
especially loses its function as an anti-oxidant after it is changed into an oxidant 
GSSG. 

We tackled the essential problem: how to reduce GSSG back to GSH. We believe 
we could not just mix more GSH with glutamic acid, cysteine and glycine. Instead, 
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we must find a synthetase and reduce the oxidized GSSG in the human body. GSSG 
is an oxidized enzyme protein, a complicated complex. Though we knew there is 
GSSG-R (GSSG's reductase) in the human body, it is not active enough. We knew 
we were in need of a strong co-enzyme as catalyst to reduce GSSG back to GSH. 

After a long search and study, we finally found a co-enzyme to reduce GSSG 
back to GSH. We were greatly encouraged by this finding. With this co-enzyme, we 
could resume the activity of GSH in every way. Moreover, in case GSSG-R is 
insufficient, the two components in riboflavin in the health pill - flavin 
mononucleotide (FMN) and flavin adenine dinucleotide (FAD) - will resume the 
activity of GSSG-R to the normal level. We believe this is a breakthrough in 
generating an unfailing effect to prevent smokers from getting various smoking 
related diseases. For the preparation for the health pills, see Table 2 

3. The i Causes of Addiction and Our Invention in" Smoking Cessation: 

It is a consensus of medical experts that when nicotine enters the human brain, 
brain cells will release a great deal of dopamine and glutamic acid, the major causes of 
addiction to cigarettes (or addiction to other drugs) (22, 23, 24). An expert from 
Virginia Institute of Technology reports that they have separated a compound from 
tobacco, which will inhibit monoamine oxidase (MAO), a major enzyme in the brain 
to resolve dopamine (27); another series of research papers from a state lab in New 
York City indicate that the MAO concentration in a smoker's brain is 40 percent lower 
than that of a non-smoker. This is the reason why a smoker has higher dopamine 
content in the brain than a non-smoker (27). Some researchers from Columbia 
University state in "Science" magazine that when nicotine enters the brain, it greatly 
increases the release of glutamic acid in the brain. They detailed the reasons why it is 
an accomplice in causing nicotine addiction (24). 

The United States and Canada are doing clinic experiments on y- VINYL GAB A, 
GVG, a medicine produced by Aventis in Europe for children's epilepsy, to see if it 
could be used to detoxicate tobacco smoke and facilitate smoking cessation. GVG 
may reduce the dopamine in the smoker's brain and thus help him/her break the 
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addiction to dopamine. We believe, however, that it will not be enough to only reduce 
dopamine in the brain, because glutamic acid, through decreasing M AO's activity, 
makes it harder to resolve and inactivate dopamine. Glutamic acid might be one of the 
causes that stabilize the addiction to dopamine and other drugs. Furthermore, 
glutamic acid will also damage brain cells and cause the death of brain cells. In 
addition, iron, if over taken or stored in the human body, will also release glutamic 
acid in the brain. Excessive iron may be stored in the body for many reasons: Some 
people tend to supplement too much iron to cure anemia. Some people cook in pots or 
pans made of iron, drink too much beer or grape wine, or who have iron residue 
caused by excessive blood transfusions, or indigestion by intestine. Furthermore, 
there are other factors causing the release of glutamic acid. For instance, lack of 
vitamin B6 and nicotinic acid will increase the pathologic absorption of iron; lack of 
vitamin E and other anti-oxidants will cause iron chronic poisoning. Not only will 

these factors cause more glutamic acid in the brain, they will also cause other — 

diseases. To eliminate the addiction to nicotine, therefore, we must appropriately 
reduce dopamine, glutamic acid, and at the same time reduce the excessive iron in the 
human body. We adopted the following three methods: 

(a) Strengthening MAO's activity with Copper Compound and Enhancing Copper's 
function with Manganese Compound. 

Since glutamic acid lowers the copper content in the brain and copper is an 
important component of MAO, glutamic acid, therefore, may decrease the activity 
of MAO. [Kong Xiangrui reports that glutamic acid injection will lower the 
copper content in human blood serum (6. p. 1 73)]. 

To supplement copper and manganese compound, however, is not easy, because 
they are metal oxidants, which may counteract with the majority of the anti- 
oxidants in the health pill. Furthermore, several hours after copper compound 
enters the human body, it will compound into ceruloplasmin in the liver. This 
ceruloplasmin, however, cannot go through the blood-brain barrier to increase 
copper. Later we came up with the idea of adding copper and manganese into the 
cut tobacco. When the smoker lights up, he/she will absorb the metals through 
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his/her respiratory tract. Thanks to the minim quantity of the copper and 
manganese as catalysts, there is no problem in safety. Our design is based on the 
knowledge that dopamine could go through two paths of catabolism, but both 
need the decomposition of MAO and the ultimate outcomes of both is the same 
organic acid. We thus had a good grasp of the chemical formulas of their 
catabolism. 

(b) Use Vitamin B6 (changed into pyridoxal 5 -phosphate in the human body) as the 
Co-Enzyme for Glutamic Acid's Decarboxylation: 

The chemical formulaslo decarboxylate glutamic acid and change it into y- 
aminobutyric acid (GAB A) are as follows: 

COOH COOH 

I ' 1 . 

CH2 - CH2 

( I 

Cm GAD v, CH2 +C02 

(Pyridoxal 5-phosphate) 
H-C— NH2 CH2NH2 
COOH 

Glutamic acid y-Aminobutyric acid, GABA 

The distribution of GAD in the nervous system parallels with the content of 
GABA. In other words, where GAD is active, so is GABA. With sufficient 
vitamin B6 taken in, the chemical reactions above will proceed smoothly. In this 
way, a dramatic situation thus occurs: The negative functions caused by glutamic 
acid— damaging brain cells to death, decreasing the activity of MAO, stabilizing 
the addiction to nicotine or drugs - will be changed into positive functions such as 
protecting brain cells and resuming their functions, sobering the patients from the 
faint caused by carbon monoxide or uremia. The main positive function, however, 
is the decrease of addiction. In addition, GABA also will combine with ammonia 
in the blood caused by smoking to form urea to be discharged out of the human 
body. 
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(c) Control the Iron Taken-In and Stored: 

Since excessive iron will release glutamic acid in the human brain, we also had to 
control the iron content in the human body. Our healthy pill includes some 
ingredients to keep iron along its regular path of catabolism and prevent excessive 
iron from being stored in the human body; VA, VE, VC and a bit of copper and 
manganese compound will all turn iron into another type of iron easy tb be 
catabolized and discharged out of the human body while the nicotinic acid and 
VB6 in the health pill prevents pathological absorption of excessive iron. 
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TABLE 1 

PRESCRIPTION, PREPARATION & USE 
OF THE LIQUID ADDITIVE TO TOBACCO 



Order of 
Sprinkle 


Components & 
Concentration 
of Ingredients 


Quantity (3) 
Content Range % 

/Par 1 nCitt 

Tobacco) 


Preparation 




Tween-80 


u. /- 1 jmi \ 


r^Sccnlvp fhpin for iisp 'later* label the 
solution as A 




Hot water 
(55-60°C) 


50-100 ml ^ 


o) 


Cerium dioxide 


7-134mg 


Dilute sulfuric acid to 20% solution, take 
out 6.665ml solution (H2SO4 1.333ml), into 
which put 44.45mg of Ce02 , stir them for 
use later; label this solution as B; 




Sulfuric acid 
(5%-20%) V/V 


0.2-10 ml / 




Selenium 
dioxide 


0.4-8mg 


Dissolve 2mg selenium dioxide into 1 ml 
water; 




B-cyclodextrin 


7 

0.1-4g 


Put 1.85g B-Cyd into 100ml water at 50- 
60°C; Take out 12.973 ml (which equals B- 
Cyd 0.24g) to mix the Se02 sol. above; stir 
till all dissolved; label it as Solution C; 
Put the A, B, C three solutions above 
together, stir them thoroughly; sprinkle 
them onto 100 g tobacco; blend them 
thoroughly and put it aside for 30 minutes; 


(2) 


Hydrogen 
peroxide (3% or 
6%) 


30-600 ml 


Sprinkle 3% Hydrogen peroxide 167 ml 
onto 100 g tobacco above, blend them 
thoroughly and stir it for 30 minutes; 




♦Potassium 
permanganate 


15-150 mg 


Dissolve KMn04 to 1% solution; take out 
4.445 ml (which equals 44.45 mg KMn04); 
Dilute ISultunc acid to j/o solution, xaKe out 
6.66 ml (which equals 0.333 ml H2SO4); 
label this solution as D; 


(3) / 


♦Cupric Sulfate 


45-400 mg 


nilntp C11SO4 to 5% solution' take out 
2.666ml (which equals 133.33 mg C11SO4); 
label this solution as E; 
Mix D with E; and stir them thoroughly for 
use later; 




Cupric Oxide 
B-cyclo-dextrin 


20-270 mg 
0.1-4 g 


Grind fine CuO (66.67mg) and activated 
Mn02(33.335mg); 

Dissolve 1 .333 g B-Cyd into 72.054 ml hot 
water, into which put the above CuO and 
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Activated 
Manganese 
dioxide 


10-100 mg 


Mn02; grind (with motor grinder) and stir 
them for an hour or more till it becomes a 
thin paste; label it as F; 








Mix D, E, F together and sprinkle it onto 
the 100 g tobacco above; stir them. nl i~/ 


(4) 


3% hydrogen 
peroxide 




Directly sprinkle Hydrogen peroxide^pnto 
the tobacco above; blend them thoroughly at 
40-45 °C for 2.5 hours; * 
Add the essence and seasoning condiments 
for making cigarettes; stir it while baking 
till it reaches the moisture required. 



Note: 



1. After this liquid additive is sprinkled onto the tobacco and is thoroughly mixed with 
tobacco, the PH value of the tobacco juice should be 5 to. 7. 

2. The ingredients marked by * are also part of the prescription to eliminate the smoking 

addiction. The rest for this function is listed in the prescription of the health pill. 

3. We assume each cigarette contains 0.75g tobacco. 
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TABLE 2 

PRESCRIPTION, PREPARATION & USE 
OF THE HEALTH PILL ENCLOSED IN CIGARETTE PACK 
(ACA-104-2A B) 



Kind 



(A) 



(B) 



Name of 
Components 

♦Sodium 
selenite 



B-cyclodextrin 
(1.85%) 



♦Vitamin E 



♦Vitamin A 



Butylated 
hydroxytoluene 



Riboflavin 



♦Nicotinic acid 



*Pyridoxine 
hydrochloride 



♦Ascorbic acid 



Quantity 



Content (per lOOg 
tobacco) Range % 



0.2- 14.6 mg 



0.5-30 ml 



0.2 -10 g 



3-35 mg 



0.3 -27 mg 



7-200 mg 



7-2000 mg 



33-2000 mg 



0.07-6 g 



7 





Preparation 



Dissolve Na2Se03* 
(3.65 mg)in 1 ml 
water; _____ 



Add 2 ml B-Cyd 
(1.85%) to the 
above solution; 
stir them 

thoroughly; 



Grind them fine 



Mix them; 



Mix all the above 
thoroughly and 
make four orange 
coated pills. 



Make two white- 
coated pills with 
400 mg ascorbic 
acid.. 



Signature 
(Sig.) 



Dose of orange 
pHL 

For those who 
smoke 20 cigs 
daily, take 2 
pills before 
eating in the 
morning or half 
an hour before 
smoking; Take 
2 pills one hour 
after lunch; 

For those who 
smoke 10 cigs 
daily, take 1 pill 
twice a day at 
the same time 
as stated above. 



Dose of the 
white pill: 
For those who 
smoke 20 cigs 
daily, take 2 
pills one hour 
after the last cig 
before the 
bedtime. 



For those who 
smoke 10 cigs, 
take 1 pill at the 
time stated 
above. 
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Note: 

The ingredients marked by * are also part of the prescription to eliminate addiction. Other 
ingredients for this function are listed in the prescription of the liquid additive. 



Contraindications: 

1) Pregnant women are inhibited from taking these pills; 

2) While taking these pills, the smoker is inhibited from drinking alcohol, because alcohol will 
decrease the effect of the health pill or cause some physical discomfort. The smoker may 
drink one cup of light alcohol three hours before or after taking the pills, but drinking alcohol 
is allowed no more than one time a day. A XL ^ftfifa'fy^ '/ifr-It ~f£ I : @1 . 

Remarks: With riboflavin in the pill, it is normal for the consumer to find his/her urine green- 
yellowish. 
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I. ( 

CLAIMS: 

What we claim as our invention is as follows: 

1. A liquid additive and a supplementary health pill with comprehensive and multi- 
functions for making a new type of cigarette: 

The functions of the additive and health pill include reducing toxicity in tobacco 
smoke, strengthening the health of smokers, and gradually eliminate the addiction 
to nicotine to quit smoking. These functions are interrelated and work in 
coordination. 

2. Reducing toxicity on a broader scale and by a larger margin: 

The liquid additive will reduce the toxicity in tobacco smoke such as nicotine, tar 
(including poiycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon§fepresented by 3, 4 benzo(a)ptfreneJ, 
carbon monoxide, nitric oxide compound, hydro cyanic acid, cadmium, mercury, - 
arsenic, as well as the particular nitrosamine in tobacco; For instance, this additive 
will reduce nicotine by 90% to 97% (50% more reduction than "light" cigarettes), 
tar by 75% to 85% (25% more reduction than "light" cigarettes). 

In light of the Claim 2 above, we designed the following compositions and 
contents of the liquid additive for 100 grams of tobacco: 



Components 


Content 


Tween-80 


0.7- 15ml 


Hot water (55-60°C) 


50-100 ml 


Cerium dioxide 


7-134mg 


Sulfuric acid (5%-20%) V/V 


0.2-10 ml 


Selenium dioxide 


0.4-8mg 


B-cyclodextrin 


0.1- 4 g 


Hydrogen peroxide (3% or 6%) 


30-600 ml 
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tf Potassium permanganate 1 5- 1 50 mg 

# *Cupric Sulfate 45--400mg 

Cupric Oxide 20-270 mg 

Activated Manganese dioxide 1 0— 1 00 mg 

Note: The components with * are those also for the function of eliminating 
smoking addiction. 

3. Preventing more diseases and strengthening health more effectively: 

This health pill is designed to repair the damages at a molecule or cell level, wipe 
out free radicals, and resolve peroxide in order to protect the structures and 
functions of cell and cell membrane. It can prevent a broad scope of diseases 
including various cancers, cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases, and other- 
smoking related diseases and problems. We creatively apply a co-enzyme to 
resuming the activity of glutathione peroxidase (GSH-PX) so as to guarantee its 
unfailing effect in reducing tobacco toxicity and preventing diseases. 

In light of the Claim 3 above, we designed the following components and contents 
of the health pills for 100 gram of tobacco (about 20 cigarettes x 6.667 packs): 



Components 


Contents 


Sodium selenite 


0.2-14.6 mg 


B-cyclodextrin(1.85%) 


3.5-67 ml 


♦Vitamin E 


0.2-10 g 


*Vitamin A 


3-35 mg 


Butylated hydroxytoluene 


0.3-27 mg 


Riboflavin 


7-200 mg 


* Nicotinic acid 


7-2000 mg 
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♦Pyridoxine hydrochloride 33-2000 mg 

The components above are for coated pill ACA104-2A and the following is for 

coated pill AC A 104-2B: 

Components Contents 
♦Ascorbic acid 0 07 - 6 S 

Note: The components with * are those also for the function of eliminating 
smoking addiction. 

Dose: For those who smoke 20 cigs daily, take 2 pills before eating in the 
morning or half an hour before smoking; take 2 pills one hour after lunch. 



For those who smoke 10 cigs daily, take 1 pill twice a day at the same time as 
stated above. 

4. Eliminating addiction safely and effectively: 

Since nicotine releases a great deal of dopamine and glutamic acid in the human 
brain, which are the major causes of addiction, we designed three channels to 
decrease dopamine and glutamic acid by using a) copper compound & manganese 
compound to strengthen MAO's activity; b) VB6 to turn glumatic acid to y- 
aminobutyric acid (GABA); c) VA, VE, VC and other anti-oxidants to prevent 
excessive iron in the body from releasing glutamic acid in the brain. It is a more 
scientific, effective and safer way in smoking cessation than using nicotine 
replacement products. 
ADDITIONAL CLAIM: ( ftrfjtjL) : 

When necessary, this invention can be divided into three parts - toxicity reduction, 

health enhancement, and addiction elimination. Each part can be an independent 

claim. 
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ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE: 

This invention is a preparation with comprehensive and multi-functions - for 
reducing the toxicity in cigarette smoke, strengthening smokers' health and eliminating 
their addiction to smoking. More specifically, the liquid additive is designed to lower the 
toxin level in tobacco smoke on a broader scale and by a larger margin; the health pills, 
with their unfailing nutritious effect guaranteed, can fundamentally prevent smokers from 
getting various smoking related diseases; both the liquid additive and the health pills can 
also resolve and inactivate the addiction-causing substances in the human brain so as to 
help smokers quit smoking. 
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89-20 55 '"Ave. Apt. 5E 
Elmhurst, NY 11373 
Phone:718-205-8095 
Cell Phone: 646-826-9930 
U.S.A. 



Mb. 



United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Alexandria, VA 223 13 

U.S.A. 

Re: Application Number: 10/681,103 

This is to authorize the major inventor Dehou Fei and applicant Faye 
Zhengxing to complete the patent application as numbered above in the 



United States on behalf of the following inventors (Zhengping Fei, Lifan 
Fei 1 and Jolly Zhou). 

Dehou Fei and Faye Zhengxing are entrusted to work through the 
application process and do whatever necessary or required to obtain the 
patent certification for this invention to enhance smokers' health through 
reducing tobacco toxins, strengthening smokers' immunity, and 
eliminating smokers' addiction. 
Sincerely, 



Zhengping Fei 






1 Since Mingyan Hu passed away in December 2004, her son Lifan Fei replaced her as one of 
the applicants. 
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Re: Application No: 10/681103 

Dear Examiner John Pak: 

Since we included our position on your recent restriction 
requirements and our request for Director's actions in the Petition to 
Director, we decided to attach this Petition to Director as our reply to 
your last restriction requirement. We stand by our amended claims which 
passed your examination in 2005 and we offer two options to resolve this 

—case. - - ' • ■ ' - 

We made a few minor changes in the Specification such as changing 
"Appendix" to "Table" and corrected the spelling of the word "cysteine" 
as you requested. 

Let's unite to ensure that the US law and American science will serve 
our people and this country as effectively as the US Constitution defines. 
If you need further information, please feel free to contact us at the 
address above. Thank you. 

Siqcerely, 

Uehou Fei, Major Inventor 
^Paye Zhengxing, Ph.D. 
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SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 




Preparations for Cigarette Toxicity Reduction, 
Health Enhancement & Addiction Elimination 

Major Inventor Dehou Fei (Pharmacist) 
Sept. 15, 2004 

Three Comprehensive Functions: 

This invention consists of two parts: The first part is a liquid additive named "ACA-104- 
1." It is an additive sprinkled into the cut tobacco in the process of cigarette manufacture 
to reduce the toxins in tobacco smoke; the second part includes two kinds of health pills 
enclosed in a 20-cigarette pack - four red coated pills called "ACA-104-2A" and two 
white coated pills called "ACA-104-2B." Both pills can prevent smokers from getting all 
major smoking related diseases. 

These preparations are designed to serve three comprehensive functions - toxicity 

reduction, health enhancement, and addiction elimination. While applying for a 

patent both in the United States and China, we proved our invention unprecedented 

through a thorough search throughout the world. Our invention has smoothly passed the 
preliminary examination at China's Patent Bureau. The US Patent and Trademark Office 
also has recognized our priority of foreign patent application by issuing us a license. Now 
the US Patent and Trademark Office is processing our application and has informed us of 
the date of publication. 

The components of the liquid additive and the health pills are all within the scope of 
"Conventional Food and Dietary Supplements" defined by the US Food and Drug 
Administration since the cigarette falls into the category of food. 

Five Major Advantages: 

1. The liquid additive (AC A- 104-1) will effectively reduce the toxins in more chemicals 
in tobacco smoke and by a bigger margin : 

Among the 4000-odd chemical compositions in tobacco smoke, 40 are obviously 
harmful to the human body. The 7 most hazardous ones, however, are tar, nicotine 
(including its derivatives), carbon monoxide, nitric oxide compound, cyanhydric acid, 
radioactive materials, and harmful metals and semi-metals such as cadmium, 
mercury, and arsenic. 

Our additive and health pills will reduce or dissolve the toxins at various degrees. For 
instance, while our liquid additive will reduce the toxicity in tar by 75-85% (25% 
more reduction than that in a well-known brand of light cigarettes), some ingredients 
in the health pill can dissolve almost completely the rest carcinogenic polyene 
hydrocarbon epoxides left in the tar. In addition, this liquid additive will also reduce 
nicotine by 90 to 97% and change it into a component good to human health, thus 
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preventing the occurrence of TSNA, a potent carcinogen formed by nicotine and 
nitrosamine. 

2. Our health pills will effectively prevent smokers from getting all major smoking 
related diseases : 

In selecting the components for the health pills, we referred ourselves to a great deal 
of data drawn from various experiments, studies or clinic researches, as well as to our 
own experiences. We based our selections on the effect of these components on 
human cells and genes, human nutrition levels and immune systems, as well as on 
related clinic results, thus maximizing the preventive coverage of the health pills. To 
ensure the unfailing effect of the health pills, we creatively adopted a chemical 
compound to repair and revitalize the major components whose functions might be 
weakened during the extensive chemical changes. 

We enclose the health pills in the 20-cigarette pack to facilitate smokers' timely 
consumption of the right dosage. 

3. Our invention will reduce smoker's addiction for their final smoking cessation : 
Since nicotine releases a great deal of components in the human brain that cause a 
smoker's addiction, our invention includes a set of effective ways to appropriately - — ■ 
catabolize and inactivate these addictive components through transformation of 
enzymes and other biochemical changes in the human body. (We have a good grasp 
of the paths of the catabolism and chemical structures). With their determination or 
willpower, the smokers, after a period of using the new cigarette, will be able to quit 
smoking completely. We name the new cigarettes empowered by our invention 
"ACA-104-2." 

4. The functions of this invention can be separated and combined to fit special needs . To 
cater to some smokers who dp not intend to quit, we will also enhance their health by 
focusing on only two functions — providing them with toxin reduced cigarettes and 
health pills. The new product is especially good for teenagers and youngsters, women 
or moderate smokers. With these double protections, this kind of new cigarette will 
greatly reduce the harm of smoking. We name it "AC- 103." 

5. Advantages in the manufacture of the new cigarettes : 

a) . Guaranteed sources of raw materials; 

b) . Cost of production is relatively Iqw and thus competitive; 

c) . No need to change the major equipment of cigarette-making; 

d) . Though some special equipments and workshops are needed to make health pills 

and a short-term training is necessary for workers, it is not difficult for the general 
professionals to learn the skills. It is also relatively simple to prepare and use the 
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toxin-reduced liquid, but the process should be checked and supervised in 
accordance with the regulations. 

Market Analysis & Our Strategies: 

The World Health Organization (WHO) has called on all countries to reduce the tar 
contained in each cigarette to no more than 15 milligrams. The required number could be 
even lower. The head of American Medical Doctors' Association cried out not long ago 
that we need to eliminate nicotine from the tobacco completely within 5 to 10 years. 
According to China's Medicine Guide web site, currently there are over 300 million 
smokers in China, of which 53.9% expressed their desire to give up smoking and 57.5 % 
wanted to use low-tar cigarettes and 66.7% wanted low-nicotine products. Smokers in 
other countries may also have the similar desires. We should never fail to see the 
tremendous market potential of our invention in view of consumers' demands, the 
pressure from health communities, and the indecision of the tobacco industries at home 
and abroad. 

The health communities of the world have been working hard and some inventions did 
come out, but the effects were not comparable with the widespread harm of smoking. Our 

searchesthroughout the world have shed light on the following issues: 1) Many- 

inventions were limited to only reducing the toxin of one or a few harmfiil chemicals. 
They provide no sound solutions to the pressing problems caused by smoking; 2) some 
inventions partially or completely depending on plants or herbs, even effective, may not 
be stable in their properties or have no secured sources of raw material for mass 
production and marketing. 3) Some popular nicotine replacement products such as 
patches, chewing pieces, nasal sprays, inhalers and tobacco-infused drinks are dangerous, 
because these products contain nicotine and it is a proved fact that nicotine causes 
cancers, cardiovascular diseases, and other diseases. Since nicotine releases a great deal 
of addictive components in the human brain, no wonder the mass media questioned the 
effectiveness of using nicotine replacement products. 

Our mission to control smoking, therefore, demands a scientific, safe, and effective 
invention with comprehensive functions to reduce tobacco toxins, to enhance smokers' 
health and to eventually eliminate smokers' addiction. This invention, based on our over 
20 years of studies and experiments in medical science, biochemistry and other related 
subjects, exactly meets the demands of the market by greatly reducing the major toxins in 
tobacco smoke, by preventing smokers from getting major smoking related diseases such 
as various cancers, cardiovascular diseases, respiratory illness and other diseases and 
defects including the harm caused by radioactive material 210 polonium, premature 
aging, weak immunity, as well as by gradually eliminating smokers' addiction and 
assisting their effort in smoking cessation. 

Now the major policies adopted by various governments in their tobacco control include 
promoting related education, increasing cigarette's sale tax, and limiting smoking areas in 
society. These measures have achieved some success, but our invention will certainly 



make their efforts more complete, more effective and more "focused on the value of 
human lives." 

In view of World Trade Organization's mission to promote free trade in all fields, 
including tobacco industry, the intelligent and informed entrepreneurs, industrial groups 
or countries will take their initiative as soon as possible to open the world market widely 
with this trendy product and to enhance the health of the people throughout the world. 



